STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ashwani Kumar Prashar,

# 325, Sector-12-A,

Panchkula

 ……………………………. Appellant

Vs.
(1)
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Muktsar

(2)        First Appellate Authority,

             O/o State Transport Commissioner,

             Pb, Chandigarh


………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 143 of 2010

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Neeraj Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that he has brought the information relating to the deficiencies pointed out by the Appellant to deliver it personally to the Appellant today in the Commission. Appellant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence. Respondent  further states  that information relating to his office has been provided to the Appellant.  Regarding the information which concerns other offices i.e. office of Deputy Commissioner, Appellant has been informed to get the information from the concerned offices. Respondent is directed to send the information to the Appellant through registered post.  Appellant is advised to file a fresh application for information with the concerned offices as intimated by the Respondent for information concerning other offices. 
3.
Adjourned to 14.05.10 (11.00 AM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 27th   April, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Saroj Goyal,

H.No. 1529,

Sector-22/B, Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal,

SKRM, College, Bhagoo Majra,

Khara, Distt- Mohali.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2773 of 2009
Present:
(i) Smt. Saroj Goyal, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Amrik Singh, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER

Heard

2.
As directed during the hearing dated 15.03.10, Respondent has clarified the matter regarding the rule under which salary of the Complainant has been deducted for one month and nineteen days. Respondent has also paid compensation to the Complainant as awarded by the Commission. No further action is required.
3.
The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.   Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 27th April , 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Pushpa Wati,

Ex Library Attdt,

W/o Sh. Bhagwat Dutt Sharma,

Moh. Upplan, Sultanpur Lodhi,

Distt-Kapurthala, Pin-144626.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal,

S.D.College for Women,

Sultanpur Lodhi,

Kapurthala.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1768 of 2009

Present:
(i) Smt. Pushpa Wati, the Complainant

(ii) Vandna Shukla, Principal on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent has brought all the record today in the Commission. Complainant has inspected the record for two hours in the Commission office and is satisfied with the information provided. No further action is required.
3.
The case is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 27th April, 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Paramjit Singh,
34/10, Raj Nagar,

Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar City.
 …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
(1)
Public Information Officer 

O/o Directorate of Health & Family Welfare,
Pb, Sector- 34-A, Chandigarh.

(2)
Public Information Officer


O/o Civil Surgeon, 

Amritsar.

(3)
Public Information Officer


O/o Civil Surgeon,

Jalandhar.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 843 of 2010
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Mulkh Raj, Suptd-cum-APIO on behalf of Respondent No.1, Dr. T.P.Singh, APIO, O/o Civil Surgeon, Jalandhar on behalf of Respondent No. 3 & Sh. Rajinder Pal Singh , Govt. Food Inspector, O /o Civil Surgeon, Amritsar on behalf of Respondent No. 2.
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant sought information from Principal Secretary, Health & Family Welfare, Punjab. The sought for information relates to Jalandhar and Amritsar districts. Respondent appearing on behalf of the Director Health & Family Welfare states that since this information relates to CMO, Jalandhar and CMO , Amritsar. The application of the Complainant was forwarded to the concerned Civil Surgeons.  He further states  that the information as received from the Civil Surgeon , Amritsar was sent to the Complainant on 19.02.08.  Dr. T.P.Singh, APIO appeared on behalf of CMO, Jalandhar states that the copy of the complaint seeking information has not been received in their office.  Another copy of the complaint is given to the Respondent today in the Commission. Respondent , O/o Civil Surgeon, Jalandhar is directed to provide the information to the Complainant within one week.
Contd…P-2

-2-

3.
Adjourned to 21.05.10 (02.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 27th April , 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Usha Rani,
W/o Sh. Jaspal Kumar,

B-VII-248, Naya Mohalla,

Ludhiana.
 ……………………………. Appellant
Vs.
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Dr. BL Kapoor,
Memorial Hospital, Ludhiana.

2.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Ludhiana.
………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 236 of 2010

Present:
(i) Smt. Usha 
Rani, the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Naveen Kumar, Office Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent no. 1

ORDER

Heard

2.
Appellant states that he sought information from the office of Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana vide his application dated 24.12.09 which was received in the office of Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana vide receipt no. 20236 dated 29.12.09.  PIO, O/o Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana transferred this application to the Medical Suptd., B.L. Kapoor Memorial Hospital, Ludhiana to provide the information to the Appellant. The Commission issued notice of the hearing to B.L.Kapoor Memorial Hospital for today’s hearing.
3.
Appellant states that he sought information from office of Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana and not from the Hospital. The information demanded by him is available in the office of Civil Surgeon and the records to those facts are also being maintained by the Civil Surgeon. He further states that CMO, Ludhiana should be directed to provide the sought for information by him. Sh. Naveen Kumar, Office Suptd. appeared on behalf of 
Contd..P-2

-2-

the B.L.Kapoor Memorial Hospital has submitted that the notice issued by the Hon’ble Commission should be withdrawn  as the information demanded by the Appellant is from the office of Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana only. He further submitted that the requisite information regarding the scanning machine installed at the hospital is already with the office of Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana and the record of License to operate the scanning machines by various medical institutions is maintained by the office of Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana and the renewal of the license is very much available in the office of Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana.

4.
In view of the facts explained by the Appellant  and the Respondent, PIO office of Civil Surgeon be treated as Respondent and he is further directed to provide complete information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.

5.
Adjourned to 28.05.10 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 27th April , 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tejinder Singh,
S/o Sh. Gurbax Singh,

Waheguru Computers,

Jhabewal Chowk, Vill-Bholapur,

PO-Shahbana, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.
 ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,
Health & Family Welfare,

Pb, Sector-34-A,

Chandigarh.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No.821 of 2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant

Sh. Mulkh Raj, Suptd.-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that Complainant was asked vide their letter dated 11.02.10 and 29.03.10 to give specific details of the complaint number. issued by the Human Right Commission. Complainant was also informed verbally in this regard. Complainant has not clarified the issue nor has attended today’s hearing. He has informed on the telephone that he has not received the information. Complainant is advised to provide that complaint number of the Human Right Commissioner so that correct information be provided to him by the Respondent failing which no action will be taken and the case will be closed.
3.
Adjourned to 21.05.10 (02.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 27th April , 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurpreet Singh,
S/o Sh. Balwinder Singh,

Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Near Amritsar Road Bypass,

Tarn Taran-143401.
           …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Chief,
Ex-Officer, Distt-Parishad,

Tarn Taran.
……………………………..Respondent

CC No.  804 of 2010
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Gurpartap Singh Nayra, Deputy Chief Executive Officer on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant on 21.04.2010 by registered post. He further states that information has already been supplied by the concerned doctors earlier also to the Complainant. He also submitted one copy of the information today in the Commission. Complainant is absent. He has informed the Commission that he is unable to attend today’s hearing. Since, the information has already been supplied by the Respondent. Respondent is exempted from further appearance. Complainant is advised to inform the Commission regarding receipt of the information. Any deficiencies observed by the Complainant should be intimated to the Respondent within one week to furnish the reply by the Respondent 
3.
Adjourned to 14.05.10 (11.00 AM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 27th April , 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bhushan Kumar,
S/o Sh. Uttam Chand,

H.No.114-A, St No.3/10-A,

Guru Nanak Colony,

Faridkot-151203.
 ……………………………. Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,
Ayurveda, Pb,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 805 of 2010
Present:
(i) Sh. Rajiv Sethi on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Vivek Sabarwal, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant has authorized Sh. Rajiv Sethi to appear on his behalf for today’s hearing. Respondent has provided information regarding sports category stating that no candidate has been selected on the basis of sports category. He further states that information regarding experience certificate has been denied being third party information. Respondent is directed to provide copies of the experience certificate of all the candidates who have been selected, within one week to the Complainant

3.
Adjourned to 14.05.10 (11.00 AM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 27th April , 2010


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Mohd. Ruldu,
S/o Sh. Fateh Mohd,

H.No.337, W.No.21,

Mohalla Khatikan,

Sirhind Gate, Malerkotla,

Distt-Sangrur.

 ……………………………. Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Registrar,
Council of Paramedical,

Pb, Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 824 of 2010
Present:
(i) Sh. Mohd. Ruldu, the Complainant

(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant states that he sought information from the PIO O/o Registrar, Council of Paramedical, Pb, Chandigarh vide his application dated 29.10.2009.  He further states that no information has been provided to him.  
3.
It is observed that neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing. He has also not informed the Commission about his absence. No information has been provided to the Complainant even after six months filing his application for information.
4.
In view of the foregoing, PIO is directed to show cause why penalty be not imposed on him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 for not supplying the information within the statutorily prescribed period of time, he should file an affidavit in this regard, if there are other persons responsible for the delay in providing the information, the PIO is directed to inform such persons of the show cause and direct them to appear before the Commission along with the written replies to the show cause.

5.
PIO is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. He is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

6.
Adjourned to 21.05.10 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 27th April , 2010


State Information Commissioner
