STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Nachhattar Singh,

S/o Shri Jaggar Singh,

Guru Angad Nagar,

Street No.13/6762,

District: Mukatsar.


                                                        --------Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Health & Family Welfare,

Punjab, Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, 

Sector: 34-A, Chandigarh.


                                         
FAA –cum-Principal Secretary Health & F/W,

Punjab, Mini Sectt. Sector:9, Chandigarh.                                         -------Respondent

AC No.1045 of 2011

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Nachhattar Singh, appellant in person.


Shri Rajinder Kumar, ShriJatin Dhawan and Shri Bhag Singh, Senior 
   
Assistants, on behalf of Respondent.



Appellant preferred second appeal with the Commission on 12.10.2011 with respect to his RTI application dated 8.6.2011 to the PIO, O/o the Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector: 34-A, Chandigarh regarding enquiry report dated 29.6.2010 pertaining to complaint against Dr.Satish Goel, Medical Officer, Civil Hospital, Mukatsar. 

2.

Today during hearing, respondent submitted that enquiry report has  been sent to the appellant on 1.2.2012 by registered post, but the appellant submitted that he has not received the enquiry report till date. Respondent has been directed to supply the copy of the enquiry report today in the court. Accordingly, a copy of the enquiry report was handed over to the appellant and a copy of the same has been placed on Commission record. 

3. 

Appellant protested that information has been handed over to me very
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late after about seven months. In reply, respondent submitted that respondent department has 4 Branches dealing the medical officers and without the service Number, it was difficult for them to direct the concerned Branch to deal the RTI application. Ultimately, the Branch E-4 was located wherefrom Shri Bhag Singh, Senior Assistant came present and he stated that when the application was given to the E-4 Branch, the next day, they have supplied the information to the Nodal Branch.
4.

In view of the above discussion, I came to conclusion that the delay was not deliberate. However, the PIO is hereby warned to be careful in future while dealing the RTI applications.

5.

As the information stands supplied to the appellant, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

6.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










    Sd/-
Chandigarh





               (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 08.02.2012
                                            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                 SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. CA.K.C.Aggarwal,

# D-43, Sector 20, Noida-

201301 (U.P.).


 
                                       --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Registratrar. Punjab 

Medical Council, SCO No.25,

Phase-I, S.A.S.Nagar                                                                        -------Respondent

CC No.2312 of 2011

ORDER

Present: -
None for Complainant.



Shri Mohinder Partap, Senior Assistant on behalf of Respondent.


In the earlier order dated 11.1.2012, the respondent was given one opportunity to supply the information on points (c) and (d) and accordingly, in compliance of those orders, the information was provided to the complainant vide letter No.PMC/2012/2089, dated 16.1.2012. 

2. 

However, complainant sent a letter dated 25.1.2012 in which he raised some issues in the information supplied to him. He has mentioned in the letter that the Registrar/PIO has overlooked the fact that Charanjit Singh is practicing as “Eye Surgeon” at Morinda (Punjab) without holding the degree of MS (Ophthalmology). His only degree of MBBS does not qualify him to practice as eye surgeon under the Medical (Professional Concduct, Etiquette, & Ethics) Rules, 2002.

3.

From the above, it transpires that the complainant sought information on action taken on his application, dated 14.3.2011, in reply of which respondent responded that the complaint of the applicant has been filed due to property dispute and no further action has been taken and he was informed accordingly vide office letter No.119, dated 6.4.2011.

4.

I am of the view that Commission’s competency extends to ensure for
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providing information to the applicant/information seeker. As the information stands supplied, no further action is required and the complaint is hereby closed and disposed of as such.  


 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









    Sd/-

Chandigarh





               (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 08.02.2012
                                            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Narinder Kumar Sharma,

S-110 A, Gali No.3, Sant Nagar,

Patiala.



 
                                        --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions(S),

SCO No.95-97, Sector: 17-D, Chandigarh.                                       -------Respondent

CC Nos-3057, 3058, 3059 & 3060 of 2011

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Narinder Kumar Sharma, Complainant in person.



Shri Vimal Dev, Senior Assistant on behalf of Respondent.



Complainant filed a complaints with the Commission on 18.10.2011  with respect to his RTI applications dated 29.12.2010, 5.9.2011 & 29.11.2010 (CC-3059 and 3060) respectively, made to the address of PIO, O/o  seeking information regarding promotion to the post of higher grade (above Master cadre) and fixation of pay in higher grade and other related points. 

2.

During hearing today, when the case was in progress, Shri Vimal Dev, Senior Assistant came present. Representative on behalf of the PIO/respondent submitted that:

(i)   
No information has been provided him in CC-3057/2011,
(ii) 
Information has been provided in CC-3058/2011, vide letter dated 29.8.2011 
as information does not fall under the definition of rule 2 (f) of the RTI Act, and

(iii)  
Information has been provided in CC-2059 & 3060/2011, dated 24.2.2010.
3.

Representative on behalf of the Respondent also submitted that he has recently joined the said Branch and his predecessor has not taken any action on his representations made to the various officers. He assured the Commission that his representation will be dealt with, action will be taken accordingly, and the
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complainant will be supplied information in due course before the next date of hearing.

4.

The case is adjourned to 05.03.2012 at 2.00 PM  for compliance.
 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










     Sd/-

Chandigarh





               (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 08.02.2012
                                            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Pal Singh, S/o

Shri Wariam Sigh,

PHC Sangat, Distt. Bathinda.
 
                                        --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon, Sangrur.                                                              -------Respondent

CC No.3076 of 2011

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Dr. Pardeep Chawla, PIO-cum-Assistant Civil Surgeon on behalf of 


Respondent.



Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 18.10.2011  with respect to his RTI application dated 10.10.2011, made to the address of PIO, O/o the Civil Surgeon, Sangrur, seeking information regarding DA arrears etc. 

2.

During hearing today, Respondent submitted that information has been sent to the complainant by registered post on 2.2.2012.


3.

The Complainant is not present, He had due and adequate notice of hearing to be held today through registered post on 9.12.2011, but he has chosen not to appear himself or through representative nor has he sent any communication, it is presumed that he has received information and he is satisfied with the same.

4.

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

5.
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










    Sd/-

Chandigarh





               (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 08.02.2012
                                            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Shri Suresh Gupta, 

B-176, Chahal Nagar,

Green Park, Phagwara,

District:Kapurthala.


                                                   --------Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o (i) DPI (SE), SCO No.95-97, 

Sect:17-D, Chandigarh.


                                         -------Respondent

CC No.2789 of 2011

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Rattan Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of Respondent.



This case was last heard on 21.12.2011 and the case was adjourned for today for confirmation.

2.

During hearing respondent submitted that in compliance of the earlier order, the information was supplied to the complainant, with forwarding office letter No.13/8/2011-2f;4$8039, dated 20.12.2011, by registered post with a copy to the Commission.
3.

The Complainant is not present on the last hearing and same is the position today without any intimation despite due and adequate notice had been sent to her through order dated 21.12.2011.




4.

As the information stands supplied, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

5.
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










    Sd/-

Chandigarh





               (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 08.02.2012
                                            State Information Commissioner

           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh


        Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Dr.B.S.Bhogal, M.S.Surgeon,

# 522, W.No.10, Alalsar Road,

Near Railway Crossing, Moga.
 
                                        --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon, Moga.                                                                  -------Respondent

CC No.3068 of 2011

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Naresh Gupta, APIO-cum-Assistant Civil Surgeon, on behalf of   
 
Respondent.



Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 18.10.2011 with respect to his RTI application dated 20.4.2011, made to the address of PIO, O/o  the Civil Surgeon, Moga, seeking information in 2 points regarding SMO’s letter. 

2.

During hearing today, Respondent submitted that information has been supplied to the complainant, vide office letter No.RTI/2012/1289, dated 27.1.2012 by registered post. Respondent further submitted that SMO is not a competent authority to withdraw the promotion order, but with the approval of the higher competent authority or the DDO, he can withdraw the promotion order.

3.

The Complainant is not present, he had due and adequate notice of hearing to be held today through registered post on 9.12.2011, but he has chosen not to appear himself or through representative nor has he sent any communication, it is presumed that he has received information and he is satisfied with the same.

4.

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

5.
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










    Sd/-

Chandigarh





               (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 08.02.2012
                                            State Information Commissioner

         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                 SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh


         Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Dhiraj Kumar Advocate,

District Courts, Barnala.

 
                                       --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab State Power Corporation

Limited, Patiala.

                                                              -------Respondent

CC No.2421 of 2011

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the parties.




None has appeared second time on behalf of the parties. Therefore, the case is closed and disposed of due to non-prosecution of the parties.

2.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










    Sd/-

Chandigarh





               (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 08.02.2012
                                            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                   SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Charanjit Singh,

S/o Shri Kartar Singh,

R/o Vill:Giljewala, Tehsil:

Gidarbaha, Distt.Mukatsar.

 
                                        --------Complainant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Health & F/W, Punjab,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector:34-A,

Chandigarh.


                                                               -------Respondent

CC No.3091 of 2011

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Jatin Dhawan, Senior Assistant, on behalf of Respondent.



Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 19.10.2011 with respect to his RTI application dated 1.9.2011, made to the address of PIO, O/o  the Director Health & F/W, Punjab, Chandigarh seeking information regarding transfer of Shri Krishan Lal, Sr.No.13 and Charanjit Singh, Sr. No.14 etc. 

2.

During hearing, respondent submitted that information has been supplied to the complainant on 14.12.2011 by registered post.
3.

The Complainant is not present in the court today. He had due and adequate notice of hearing to be held today through registered post on 9.12.2011   but he has chosen not to appear himself or through representative nor has he sent any communication, it is presumed that he has received information and he is satisfied with the same.

4.

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

5.
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










    Sd/-

Chandigarh





               (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 08.02.2012
                                            State Information Commissioner

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO NO. 32-33-34,SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH 


                             Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Mrs.Kiran Bala, Panjabi Teacher,

Near BDPO Office, Dhandial Road,

Patran-147105, Distt. Patiala.
                                                       --------Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o (i) DPI(SE) Punjab,

SCO No.95-97, Sector:17-D,Chandigarh,

FAA               -do-



                                          -------Respondent

AC-1043/2010

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Appellant..

Shri Baljinder Singh, Senior Assistant and Shri Jatinder Pal Singh, 
Dealing Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent. 



Appellant preferred second appeal with the Commission on 18.10.2011 with respect to her RTI application dated 21.04.2011 to the PIO, O/o the DPI(SE) Punjab, Chandigarh seeking information in 2 points U ans/ n regarding handicapped allowance.
2.

Today during hearing, respondent submitted that information has been supplied to her on 3.2.2012 by registered post with a copy to the Commission and a copy of the same has been placed on Commission record. 

3.
  
As the information stands supplied, therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.
 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










    Sd/-

Chandigarh





               (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 08.02.2012
                                            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO NO. 32-33-34,SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH 


                             Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Jasbir Singh,

R/o Vill: Bholapur Jhabewal,

PO: Ramgarh, Distt. Ludhiana.
                                                        --------Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o (i) Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana,

(ii) Director Health & Family Welfare,

Punjab, Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, 

Sector: 34-A, Chandigarh.


                                          -------Respondent

AC-1052/2011
ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Appellant..

Dr.Pardeep Sharma, APIO-cum-Medical Officer and Shri Ajay Kumar, 
dealing Clerk on behalf of the Respondent. 



Appellant preferred second appeal with the Commission on 17.10.2011 with respect to his RTI application dated 12.01.2011, made address to the PIO, O/o the Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana, seeking information in 8 points.  

2.

During hearing today, respondent submitted that appellant was intimated to deposit the requisite fee and he was also offered to inspect the record, but he has neither deposited the fees nor has he come for inspection of record in the office. Perusal of record shows it was indeed so. He may collect the information after depositing the fees with the PIO. 
3.

In view of the above, no cause of action is left and the case is accordingly closed and disposed of.
3.
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










    Sd/-

Chandigarh





               (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 08.02.2012
                                            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO NO. 32-33-34,SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH 


                             Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Smt.Satwantar Kaur,

W/o Shri Varinder Singh,

Near Chamba Rest House,

Dhaki Chowk, Pathankot.

                                                        --------Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o (i) DPI(SE) Punjab,

SCO No.95-97, Sector:17-D,Chandigarh,

FAA               -do-
                                                                          -------Respondent

AC-1040/2011
ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Appellant.

Smt. Shalini, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent. 



Appellant preferred second appeal with the Commission on 18.10.  2011 with respect to her RTI application dated 4.3.2011 to the PIO, O/o the DPI (SE) Punjab, Chandigarh, seeking information regarding office record relating to the GPF account of the applicant husband. 

2.

During hearing, Respondent submitted that her RTI application has not been received in the office and the same has been received along with the notice from the Commission and the information has been sent to her by registered post on 27.12.2011, with a copy to the Commission.  

3.

The appellant is not present. She had due and adequate notice of hearing to be held today through registered post on 9.12.2011, but she has chosen not to appear herself or through representative nor has she sent any communication, it is presumed that she has received information and she is satisfied with the same.

4. 

In view of the above, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.
5.
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










    Sd/-

Chandigarh





               (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 08.02.2012
                                            State Information Commissioner

