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C. L. Pawar,

Kothi No. 599, 

Phase – 2,

Mohali


     
           



         

 ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Social Security and

Women & Child Development, Punjab,

SCO 102-103, Sector 34-A

Chandigarh







   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  1612  of 2013
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
i)  Sh. Jaswinder Singh, Deputy Director ;
ii) Sh. Sanjeev Kumar Bali, Dealing Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

The RTI application is dated  05.02.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 

twelve points of various beneficiary schemes from the Social Security Funds. The complaint with the Commission is dated 16.04.2013.

Sh. Sanjeev Kumar Bali, Dealing Asstt., who appeared on behalf of the respondent,  
states that the information whatever relates to their office has already been supplied to the complainant. He further states that RTI application of the applicant was transferred to other departments in whose custody part information was lying.
The complainant – Sh. C. L. Pawar through a letter dated 24.05.2013 which has 
been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 13070 dated 05.06.2013 has intimated the Commission that he is unable to attend today’s hearing as he has gone abroad. He also alleged that incorrect and incomplete information has been supplied to him by the respondent-PIO. 



Sh. Sanjeev Kumar Bali states that Sh. Gurbachan Ram, Deputy Director (Admn.) office of the Director, Social Security and Women & Child Development, Punjab is present PIO.

Sh. Gurbachan Ram, Deputy Director (Admn.) is directed to file his status report 

regarding action taken by him on the RTI request filed by the applicant. The claims to be made  in the reply by him must carry reply to each and every query raised by the complainant  in his RTI application  and must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official–record before or on the next date of hearing.
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The case is adjourned to 9th July, 2013(Tuesday) at 10:30 A. M. in Chamber, 
S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








   







   (Chander Parkash)

 5th June, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
CC ;

Sh. Gurbachan Ram, 

(Regd. Post)

Deputy Director (Admn.), 

office of the Director, 
Social Security and Women & 
Child Development, Punjab,

SCO 102-103, Sector 34-A

Chandigarh 
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Shamsher Singh,

H. No. 538/7, 

Moh. Shankar Nagar,

Gurdaspur

     
           



         

 ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Forensic Science Labortary, Pb.,

Phase – IV, Mohali



Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Supdt. of Police,

Gurdaspur







   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  1617  of 2013
Present :
Sh. Shamsher Singh, complainant, in person.
i) Sh. Prabhu Dass, D. S. P. o/o S. S. P., Gurdaspur ;   
ii) Sh. Dalvinder Kumar, A.S.I., Inspector o/o S. S. P., Gurdaspur ;
iii) Dr. Davinder Pal Singh, Asstt. Director O/o  Forensic Science Laboratory, Pb., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The RTI application is dated 17.04.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 

 report of arm’s weapon used for the killing Sh. Jaspal Singh of Gurdaspur.   The complaint with the Commission is dated  13.03.2013.

The complainant - Sh. Shamsher Singh alleges that no information has been 

supplied to him by the respondent-PIO concerned till today.



He also states that he has moved his RTI application to PIO office of the Director, Forensic Science Laboratory, Pb., Kharar-Mohali on 14.03.2013.



Dr. Davinder Pal Singh, Asstt. Director, who appeared on behalf of Sh. Harinder Mohan Bhatnagar who is Director, O/o  Forensic Science Laboratory, Punjab, states that RTI application of the complainant was received in the office of Director on 28.03.2013 and the same was transferred to S. S. P., Gurdaspur vide letter no. 1263 dated 09.04.2013 and a copy of the same was also sent to the complainant also. 
He further states that RTI application of the complainant could not be transferred 
to office of S. S. P., Gurdaspur within stipulated period of five days as provided in the RTI Act as the concerned dealing official took time to find-out that whether the required information is lying in the office of the Director, Forensic Science Laboratory, Pb., Mohali or not. 
          He further states that the moment it was found that the information sought for by the
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complainant is lying in the custody of office of S. S. P., Gurdaspur, the same was transferred to office of S. S. P., Gurdaspur vide letter 1263 dated 09.04.2013.



Sh. Prabhu Dass, D. S. P.  and Sh. Dalvinder Kumar, A.S.I., who appeared on behalf of office of o/o S. S. P., Gurdaspur, submit a letter vide no. 20920 dated 31.05.2013 stating that the relevant information, which has been sought for by the complainant is lying in the office of A.D.G.P. (Crime), Punjab at Chandigarh and RTI request of the complainant was forwarded to office of A. D. G. P. (Crime), Punjab vide  letter no. 939 dated 22.04.2013. Copies of the same is taken on record.



They promise that they would collect the required information from the concerned office of A. D. G. P. (Crime), Punjab and will supply the same within three weeks from today.

The case is adjourned to 9th July, 2013(Tuesday) at 10:30 A. M. in Chamber, 
S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh with the directions that the respondent-PIO will fulfill the promise made by Sh. Prabhu Dass, D. S. P.  and Sh. Dalvinder Kumar, A.S.I. during the hearing in the Commission today . 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








   







   (Chander Parkash)

 5th June, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
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Raj Kumar

S/o Sh. Ramji Dass,

Tej Colony,

Samana, Distt. - Patiala     
           



         

 ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Civil Surgeon,

Patiala







   

    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  1618  of 2013
Present :
Sh. Raj Kumar, complainant in person.
Sh. Amit Lakhanpal, Drug Inspector, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The RTI application is dated  19.02.2013.  The information demanded pertains to  

four points regarding report of confiscation of drugs during raids  in Samana in the month of June, 2009.   The complaint with the Commission is dated  18.04.2013.

Sh. Amit Lakhanpal, Drug Inspector, who appeared on behalf of the respondent, 

states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant - Sh. Raj Kumar vide letter no. 136 dated  13.03.2013 through registered post. A copy of the same is taken on record.

I have gone over the queries raised by the applicant - Sh. Raj Kumar in his RTI 

request and the response given by the respondent-PIO concerned, I found it satisfactory.



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








   







   (Chander Parkash)

 5th June, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
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Pishore Singh

S/o Sh. Gurdev Singh,

Village - Pakka, 

P. O. – Tehna,

Distt. - Faridkot
     
           



         

 ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Civil Surgeon,

Faridkot







   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  1653  of 2013
Present :
Sh.  Pishore Singh, complainant, in person.
Dr. Hussan Pal, M. O., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The RTI application is dated  26.12.2012.  The information demanded pertains to 

 funds received from the Planning Board for the year from 1997 to 2000. The complaint with the Commission is dated   26.04.2013.

Dr. Hussan Pal, M. O.,  who appeared on behalf of the respondent, submits that the 
requisite information has been supplied to the complainant - Sh.  Pishore Singh.
            The complainant - Sh.  Pishore Singh point-out that he has not received information in connection with item no.  6, 7 and 8 of his RTI request.

Dr. Hussan Pal, M. O. gives in writing the remaining information would be supplied to the complainant within  a week from today.
After examining the documents placed on record, it emerges that there is a delay 

of more than five months in supplying the requisite information to the information-seeker.

Dr. Hussan Pal, M. O. states that Sh. Chander Shekhar was PIO when the RTI 

application was  moved by the applicant and is now posted as M. O., Civil Hospital, Lambi, Distt. – Muktsar.

                         In view of the above,  PIO - Sh. Chander Shekhar, M. O., Civil Hospital, Lambi, Distt. – Muktsar will show cause under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon him for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.
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In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under 
Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.



He may note that in case he does not file his submission and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 
He is also directed to file his status report regarding action taken by him on the 

RTI request filed by the applicant which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official–record before or on the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to 2nd July, 2013(Tuesday) at 10:30 A. M. in Chamber, 
S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh with the directions that the respondent-PIO will fulfill the promise made by Dr. Hussan Pal, M. O. during the hearing in the Commission today.
 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








   







   (Chander Parkash)

 5th June, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
CC :

Sh. Chander Shekhar,
(Regd. Post)                  Medical Officer,
,           

                                       Civil Hospital, 
                                       Lambi, 
                                       Distt. – Muktsar.
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SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Jashan Preet Singh, Advocate,

H. No. 880,

Sector 70,

Mohali


     
           



         

 ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Excise & 

Taxation Commissioner, Punjab,

Bhupindera Road,

Patiala








   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  1669  of 2013
Present :
Sh.  Harbhajan Singh on behalf of the complainant.
Sh.  Ramanpreet Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

The RTI application is dated  19.03.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 

attested copies of Roster Register  of Direct Recruitment of Excise & Taxations Inspectors against reserve category for the period from year 2009-2010.  The complaint with the Commission is dated  29.04.2013.

Sh.  Ramanpreet Singh, Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the respondent, hands 
over the requisite information to Sh.  Harbhajan Singh who appeared on behalf of the complainant – Sh.  Jashan Preet Singh, in the Commission today. 

The complainant – Jashan Preet Singh is advised to point-out deficiencies in the 
information supplied to him by the representative of the respondent-PIO, in writing and the respondent-PIO is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.

Sh. Harbhajan Singh alleges that the respondent-PIO has made inordinate delay in 
supplying the requisite information to the information-seeker and harassed him deliberately. 
After examining the documents placed on record, it emerges that there is a delay 

of more than two months in supplying the information to the information-seeker.

Sh.  Ramanpreet Singh states that Ms. Manjit Kaur, Supdt. - I is present PIO. 

In view of the above,  PIO - Ms. Manjit Kaur, Supdt. – I O/o E. T. C., Patiala will show 
cause under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon her for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.
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In addition to her submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.



She may note that in case she does not file her submission and does not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that she has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against her ex-parte. 
She is also directed to file her  status report regarding action taken by her on the 

RTI request filed by the applicant which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official–record before or on the next date of hearing.






The case is adjourned to 2nd July, 2013(Tuesday) at 10:30 A. M. in Chamber, 
S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh with the directions that the respondent-PIO will fulfill the promise made by his representative during the hearing in the Commission today.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








   







   (Chander Parkash)

 5th June, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
CC :

Ms. Manjit Kaur, 
Supdt. – I –cum-PIO,

(Regd. Post)

O/o The Excise & 

Taxation Commissioner, Punjab,

Bhupindera Road,

Patiala 
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Kamal Jeet Singh Sidhu, Advocate

S/o Sh. Randhir Singh,

H. No. 748 – A,

Phase – 2, Mohali
     
           



         

 ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chief Engineer,

Canal (Irrigation Branch),

Sector 18, Chandigarh






   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  1702  of 2013

Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
i) Sh. Makhan Lal, S. D. O. ;
ii) Ms. Snehlata, Supdt.-cum-APIO, in person. 
ORDER

The RTI application is dated 26.02.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 
copy of agreement dated 07.04.1968 between Chief Engineer (Cana) and Sh. Gurcharan Singh Village – Gatwali, Tehsil – Talwandi Sabo, Bathinda.The complaint with the Commission is dated 29.04.2013.
Sh. Makhan Lal, S. D. O. and Ms. Snehlata, Supdt.-cum-APIO, state that the 
requisite information sought for by the complainant - Kamal Jeet Singh Sidhu is forty five years old and is not traceable in their office-record. They also give in writing that an affidavit in connection with non-availability of the requisite information would be given on the next date of hearing.
The case is adjourned to 2nd July, 2013(Tuesday) at 10:30 A. M. in Chamber, 
S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh  with the directions that the respondent-PIO will fulfill the promise made by Sh. Makhan Lal, S. D. O. and Ms. Snehlata, Supdt. during the hearing in the Commission today. 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








   







   (Chander Parkash)

 5th June, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Teja Singh (Ex-Sarpanch),

S/o Sh. Sohna Singh,

V.P.O. – Kulrian,

Tehsil – Budhlada,

Distt. - Mansa

     
           



         

 ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The District Social Security Officer, Pb.,

Mansa








   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  1751  of 2013
Present :
 None on behalf of the  complainant, 
Sh.  Rajinde Kumar, Jr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The RTI application is dated  24.12.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 

Old age pension scheme in Village   V.P.O. – Kulrian,Tehsil – Budhlada, The complaint with the Commission is dated  23.04.2013.

Sh.  Rajinde Kumar, Jr. Asstt., who appeared on behalf of the respondent, submits 
a letter no. 640 dated 04.06.2013 signed by the District Social Security Officer, Mansa stating that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant - Sh. Teja Singh vide letter no. 637 dated  04.06.2013. A copy of the same is taken on record.

He also produces a written-note signed by the complainant as an 

acknowledgement of having received the requisite information.
Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








   







   (Chander Parkash)

 5th June, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
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Dr. Rakesh Trehan,

“Trehan Nursing Home”,

Railway Road,

PATTI,

Distt. – Tarn Taran – 143416
    


           

       

   ..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Civil Surgeon, 

Ferozepur

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Civil Surgeon, 

Ferozepur






     

         
  ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No. 977  of 2013
Present :
Dr. Rakesh Trehan, appellant, in person.
Sh. Jagjit Singh, Supdt., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The RTI application is dated 10.10.2012.  The information demanded pertains to 

 acation taken against Kalra Scanning Centre, Makhu by the Health department in relation with sex determination of Ms. Rajwinder Kaur resident of Village – Pringri, Tehsil - Patti. First appeal is dated  28.03.2013. Second appeal with the Commission is dated  22.04.2013.

The appellant - Dr. Rakesh Trehan, states that incomplete information has been 
supplied to him by the respondent-PIO.
Sh. Jagjit Singh, Supdt., who appeared on behalf of the respondent, states that he 
is neither the PIO not APIO in this case. He also states that he does not deal with this case and hence he has not got any information with him. He further states that he is appearing in today’s hearing on the directions of Sh. S. K.  Parnami, Distt. Family Welfare Officer, Ferozepur and Sh. Sanjeev, dealing Asstt.

 He also states that Sh. Avtar Singh Jarewal, Civil Surgeon, Ferozepur is PIO in this 

case and Dr. Davinder Bhungal, Asstt. Civil Surgeon, is APIO in this case. 
After examining the documents placed on record, it emerges that there is a delay 

of more than seven months in supplying the requisite information to the information-seeker.

In view of the above,  PIO - Sh. Avtar Singh Jarewal, Civil Surgeon, Ferozepur 
will show cause under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon him for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant and why the
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 compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.




In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under 
Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.



He may note that in case he does not file his submission and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 
He is also directed to file his status report regarding action taken by him on the 

RTI request filed by the applicant which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official–record before or on the next date of hearing.
The case is adjourned to 2nd July, 2013(Tuesday) at 10:30 A. M. in Chamber, 
S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








   







   (Chander Parkash)

 5th June, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
CC :

Sh. Avtar Singh Jarewal,
(Regd. Post)

 Civil Surgeon-cum-PIO,

 Ferozepur 
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Dr. Rakesh Trehan,

“Trehan Nursing Home”,

Railway Road,

PATTI,

Distt. – Tarn Taran – 143416
    


           

       

   ..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer 

O/o The Sr. Medical Officer,

Civil Hospital,

Zira, Distt. -Ferozepur

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Sr. Medical Officer,

Civil Hospital,

Zira, Distt. -Ferozepur





     

         
  ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No. 978  of 2013
Present :
Dr. Rakesh Trehan, appellant in person.
Sh. Shiv Kumar, Jr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

The RTI application is dated 12.10.2012.  The information demanded pertains to 
action taken report by Civil Surgeon, Ferozepur on the case against Kalra Scanning Centre, Makhu, Tehsil- Zira. First appeal is dated 03.12.2012. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 22.04.2013.

The appellant- Dr. Rakesh Trehan states that no information has been supplied to 
him by the respondent-PIO so far.
Sh. Shiv Kumar, Jr. Asstt., who appeared on behalf of the respondent submits that 
the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant - Dr. Rakesh Trehan vide letter dated  28.05.2013. 

The appellant - Dr. Rakesh Trehan alleges that the respondent-PIO has made 

inordinate delay in supplying the requisite information to him and harassed him deliberately.

Sh. Shiv Kumar states that Dr.  Arvinder Pal Singh, S. M. O., Zira is present PIO. He 

also states that Dr. Ashwini Kumar Sondhi was PIO when the RTI application was  moved by the applicant and is now posted as Civil Surgeon, Gurdaspur. 
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After examining the documents placed on record, it emerges that there is a delay 

of more than seven months in supplying the requisite information to the information-seeker.

In view of the above, 

1. Dr. Ashwini Kumar Sondhi who was PIO when the RTI application was  

moved, now posted as Civil Surgeon, Gurdaspur  ;

2. Dr.  Arvinder Pal Singh, S. M. O., Zira, who is present PIO ;
will show cause in writing or through an affidavit, under Section 20(1) of the RTI 
Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon them for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.





In addition to their submissions, the PIOs are also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.



They may take note that in case they do not file their submissions and do not avail themselves of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that they have nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against them ex-parte. 
They are also directed to file status report regarding action taken by them on the 

RTI request filed by the applicant which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official–record before or on the next date of hearing.
The case is adjourned to 2nd July, 2013(Tuesday) at 10:30 A. M. in Chamber, 
S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








   







   (Chander Parkash)

 5th June, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
CC :

i) Dr.  Arvinder Pal Singh, 
(Regd. Post)


Sr. Medical Officer-cum-PIO,

Civil Hospital

 Zira, Distt. -Ferozepur 

ii) Dr. Ashwini Kumar Sondhi ,

Regd. Post)


Civil Surgeon,
Civil Hospital

              Gurdaspur  
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Jaidev Singh

S/o Sh. Jagir Singh,

Street – 1, Green Park Colony,

Malout-Bathinda Byepass Road,

SriMuktsar Sahib
    


           

       


   ..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kaliyan Bhawan,

Sector 34 – A, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kaliyan Bhawan,

Sector 34 – A, Chandigarh




     

         
  ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No. 983  of 2013
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.
Sh. Jatinder Dhawan, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The RTI application is dated  01.12.2012.  The information demanded pertains to 

 attested copies of comments given on 20.06.2010 and 16.03.2011 on complaint of Ms. Dhan Kaur d/o Hazara Singh, Village Smagh, Distt. Muktsar against Dr. Jaidev Singh and other Medical Officers in Civil Hospital, Muktsar regarding Medical report. First appeal is dated 31.01.2013. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 19.04.2013.  
The appellant - Sh. Jaidev Singh vide his letter dated 05.06.2013, which has been 

received in the Commission vide Diary No. 13068 dated 05.06.2013 has intimated the Commission that he is unable to attend today’s hearing and requested for an adjournment in this case.
Sh. Jatinder Dhawan, Sr. Asstt.,  who appeared on behalf of the respondent, gives 

in writing that requisite information would be supplied to the appellant within  two weeks from today.
The case is adjourned to 9th July, 2013(Tuesday) at 10:30 A. M. in Chamber, 
S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh  with the directions that the respondent-PIO will fulfill the promise made by Sh. Jatinder Dhawan, Sr. Asstt.,  during the hearing in the Commission today.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








   







   (Chander Parkash)

 5th June, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
              STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Narinder Kumar,

SCO – 14, 4th Floor,

Near Hotel Shiraj 2,

Sector – 5, Panchkula
    


           

       


   ..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o The S. M. O.,

Civil Hospital,

Derabassi, Distt. - Mohali

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Civil Surgeon, 

Civil Hospital

Mohali






     

    
     
  ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No. 984  of 2013
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.
i) Dr. H. S. Cheema, M. O. O/o S.M. O., Derabassi,
ii) Sh. Ramesh Kumar, Pharmacist O/o Civil Surgeon, Mohali.

ORDER

The RTI application is dated 31.10.2012.  The information demanded pertains to 

copy of Accident Register or MLC Register for the period from 20.12.2010 to 25.12.2010.   First appeal is dated 23.11.2012. Second appeal with the Commission is dated  23.04.2013.

Sh. Ramesh Kumar, Pharmacist who appeared on behalf of Civil Surgeon, Mohali, 
submits a letter no. 281 dated 03.06.2013 stating that the Appellate Authority has already taken appropriate action on this appeal. It is taken on record.


Dr. H. S. Cheema, M. O. who appeared on behalf of S.M. O., Derabassi, submits a 

letter no. 1428 dated 04.06.2013 stating that requisite information  sought for by the appellant relates the accident register and MLC register and they are ready to give the information if the Commission issues orders accordingly.  It is taken on record.



He also gives in writing that the required information would be supplied to the 
appellant within ten days from today. 



Dr. H. S. Cheema, M. O. states that Dr. S. K. Mittal, S. M. O., Derabassi, is present 

PIO. He also states that Dr. Jagjiwan Kumar Bansal was PIO when the RTI application was  moved by the applicant and is now posted as Asstt. Civil Surgeon, Mohali.

After examining the documents placed on record, it emerges that there is a delay 

of more than five months in supplying the requisite information to the information-seeker.

Contd…2/-
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The concerned PIO has failed to establish the fact that as to how the information 

sought for by the appellant falls into an exemptions provided under Section 8, 9 and 11 of the RTI Act.
In view of the above, 

1. Dr. Jagjiwan Kumar Bansal who was PIO when the RTI application was  

moved, now posted as Asstt. Civil Surgeon, Mohali ;




2. Dr. S. K. Mittal, S. M. O., Derabassi, who is present PIO ;

will show cause in writing or through an affidavit, under Section 20(1) of the RTI 
Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon them for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.





In addition to their submissions, the PIOs are also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.



They may take note that in case they do not file their submissions and do not avail themselves of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that they have nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against them ex-parte. 
They are also directed to file status report regarding action taken by them on the 

RTI request filed by the applicant which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official–record before or on the next date of hearing.
The case is adjourned to 2nd July, 2013(Tuesday) at 10:30 A. M. in Chamber, 
S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh with the directions that the respondent-PIO will fulfill the promise made by Dr. H. S. Cheema, M. O. during the hearing in the Commission today.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







   







   (Chander Parkash)

 5th June, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
CC :

i) Dr. S. K. Mittal, 
(Regd. Post)

The S. M. O.-cum-PIO,

Civil Hospital,

Derabassi, Distt. - Mohali

ii) Dr. Jagjiwan Kumar Bansal,
(Regd. Post)

 Asstt. Civil Surgeon, 

Mohali
               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Dr. Raj Rani

W/o Dr. Harwinder Singh,

Kothi No. 2, Residence Complex,

Civil Hospital,

Shaheed Bahagt Singh Nagar 


           

       


   ..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Principal Secretary,

Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Pb. Mini Sectt., Sector – 9,

Chandigarh
First Appellate Authority

O/o The Principal Secretary,

Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Pb. Mini Sectt., Sector – 9,

Chandigarh






     

         
  ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No. 1008  of 2013
Present :            Dr. Raj Rani,  appellant in person.
 Sh. Rahul Jain, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

The RTI application is dated 26.03.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 

action taken report on complaint dated 10.02.2012  by Secretary Health, Punjab. First appeal is dated 13.06.2012.  Second appeal with the Commission is dated  18.04.2013.

The appellant - Dr. Raj Rani states that she has no faith in  this bench as she had 

already appeared in another case before this bench and was not satisfied with the decision given by this bench.


As the information-seeker has no faith in the bench headed by  me, it will be morally wrong on my part to hear and deal with this appeal-case.

Accordingly, this case-file be sent to the Deputy Registrar for placing it before the 

Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner for transfer of this case to another Bench.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








   







   (Chander Parkash)

 5th June, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
The Deputy Registrar

Encl :
 Case-File

