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R. K. Sharma,

H. No. 3133/2,

Sector 44 – D,

Chandigarh

     
           



         

 ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kaliyan Bhawan,

Sector 34 – A, Chandigarh





   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  1376  of 2013
Present:            Sh. R. K. Sharma, complainant in person.
i) Ms. Manjit Kaur, Sr. Asstt. ;
ii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Jr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated  20.02.2013.  The information demanded pertains to  

five points regarding appointment of Ms. Asha Sharma, Multipurpose Health Worker Female.  The complaint with the Commission is dated 02.04.2013.

Ms. Manjit Kaur, Sr. Asstt. And Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Jr. Asstt., who appeared on 

behalf of the respondent, hand over the requisite information to the complainant - Sh. R. K. Sharma in the Commission today except information in connection with item no. 3 as information in connection with item no. 3 is not available on record.

The complainant - Sh. R. K. Sharma, points out that incomplete information has 
been supplied to him by the respondent-PIO. He also alleges that the respondent-PIO is harassing him deliberately and causing the delay in supplying the requisite information to him.

In view of the above,  PIO - Sh. Balbir Singh, Asstt. Director, O/o Director, Health 
Services, Pb 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.




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 
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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.

 He is also directed that  if the information in connection with item no. 3 of the RTI 

request is not available  in the record then  he must submit his reply in the shape of an  affidavit. The claims which will be made him in that affidavit must be accompanied by supporting documents as per official-record

The case is adjourned to 6th June, 2013(Thursday) 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)

 15th May, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
CC :




Sh. Balbir Singh, 

The Asstt. Director-cum-PIO,

 O/o The Director,

(Regd. Post)

Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kaliyan Bhawan,

Sector 34 – A, Chandigarh 
        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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R. K. Sharma,

H. No. 3133/2,

Sector 44 – D,

Chandigarh

     
           



         

 ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal Secretary,

Irrigation Deptt., Pb.,

Pb. Mini Sectt., Sector – 9,

Chandigarh







   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  1431  of 2013

Present:            Sh.   R. K. Sharma, complainant in person.
 

Sh.  Darshan Singh, Sr. Assistant ,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated 08.02.2013.  The information demanded pertains to   

ten points regarding copies of  charge sheets issued to the employees posted at UBDC.  The complaint with the Commission is dated  03.04.2013.



Sh.  Darshan Singh, Sr. Assistant ,  who appeared  on behalf of the respondent PIO concerned, submits memo. No. 1297 dated 08.05.2013, a copy of which has also been received in the Commission vide Dy. No. 10852 dated 08.05.2013. It is taken on record.



The reply filed by the respondent PIO shows that the  requisite information cannot be supplied to the complainant  in view of the judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Civil Leave Petition (Civil) No. 27734 of 2012. He has also produced the operative part of that judgment in his reply.


The operative part reads as :

“copies of all memos issued to the third respondent show cause notices and order of censure/punishment etc. are qualified to be personal information as defined in clause (j) of Section 8(1) of the RTI Act”.



The  complainant, Sh. R. K. Sharma alleges  that a large scale bungling has taken place in the construction work in U.B.D.C. a few years ago and a large number of officers/officials were charge sheeted by the higher authorities in connection with the same.



 He further alleges that  some of those officers/officials, who were charge sheeted by the higher authorities for their alleged involvement in the bungling, were given promotions after holding them not guilty of committing any  offence. 
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He submits that as the officers/officials, who were involved in the bungling, were 
declared innocent and  promoted subsequently by the higher authorities concerned in an arbitrary manner, hence he has sought information under the RTI Act to expose the nature of scam which has taken place in the department of Irrigation, Punjab, regarding promotions given to guilty officers/officials.
On the other hand, Sh.  Darshan Singh, Sr. Assistant ,  who appeared   on behalf of 

the respondent PIO concerned,  when asked that as to why the requisite information was not supplied to the information seeker despite the fact that disclosure of the same was justified in public interest, he failed to give reasons that why the requisite information sought for by complainant was not supplied to him.



After examining the documents placed on record and hearing both the parties, I am of the view that  public interest is involved in this case and hence disclosure of the information sought for by the complainant – Sh. Sharma in his RTI application dated 08.02.2013 does not fulfill the parameters laid by Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in the judgment in  Civil Leave Petition (Civil) No. 27734 of 2012.

The respondent-PIO is directed to file his status report regarding action taken by 
him on the RTI request filed by the applicant before or on the next date of hearing.



A copy of this order be sent to Sh. Hakam Singh, Deputy Secretary-cum-PIO, Irrigation, Punjab with the directions to appear in person before the Commission on the next date of hearing alongwith the relevant documents.

The case is adjourned to 6th June, 2013(Thursday) 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)

 15th May, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
CC :

Sh. Hakam Singh, 

The Deputy Secretary-cum-PIO,

(Regd. Post)

Irrigation Deptt., Punjab,

Pb. Mini Sectt.,

Sector 9, Chandigarh
         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Raj Kumar

S/o Sh. Ramji Dass,

Tej Colony,

Samana,

Distt. - Patiala

     
           



         

 ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kaliyan Bhawan,

Sector 34 – A, Chandigarh





   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  1384  of 2013

Present:            Sh.  Raj Kumar, complainant in person.
i) Sh. Gulshan Verma, Sr. Asstt. ;
ii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Jr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated 19.02.2013.  The information demanded pertains to   

action taken report on complaint  dated 01.04.2008.  The complaint with the Commission is dated   30.03.2013.

Sh. Gulshan Verma, Sr. Asstt. And Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Jr. Asstt., who appeared on 

behalf of the respondent, submit a reply vide no. 8755 dated 15.05.2013 stating that partial information has been supplied to the complainant- Sh. Raj Kumar  vide letter no. 5075 dated 26.03.2013 and remaining information in connection of which  the information has been sought for by the complainant is not traceable. They also submit that this information relates to Sh. Ajay Singla, State Drug Controller, O/o Director, Health Services, Pb. It is taken on record.

The complainant - Sh.  Raj Kumar, states that no information has been supplied to 
him by the respondent-PIO so far. He also alleges that the respondent-PIO is harassing him deliberately and causing the delay in supplying the requisite information to him.

In view of the above, 

1. Sh. Balbir Singh, Asstt. Director O/o Director, Health Services, Pb. ;
2. Sh. Ajay Singla, State Drug Controller, O/o Director, Health Services, Pb. ;

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.
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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 6th June, 2013(Thursday) 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)

 15th May, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
CC :

i) Sh. Balbir Singh, 
The Asstt. Director-cum-PIO,

 O/o The Director,

(Regd. Post)

Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kaliyan Bhawan,

Sector 34 – A, Chandigarh
ii)
Sh. Ajay Singla,

The State Drug Controller(Drug Br.),

 O/o The Director,

(Regd. Post)

Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kaliyan Bhawan,

Sector 34 – A, Chandigarh 
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Surinder Kumar Bajaj

S/o Sh. Hari Chand Bajaj,

C/o Sh. Harish Kumar Chhabra,

Street – 1, Gobind Nagri,

Near M. S. Kakar,

Malout - 152107, Distt. – Muktsar(Punjab)

         


 ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Registrar,

Punjab Pharmacy Council,

Parivar Kaliyan Bhawan,

Sector 34 – A, Chandigarh





   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  1388  of 2013

Present:            Sh. Davinder Kumar, on behalf of the complainant.
i) Sh. Ashok Kumar, Acctt. ;
ii) Sh. Prem Chand, Jr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated 08.01.2013.  The information demanded pertains to   

 five poins regarding registration as a pharmacist with the Council.  The complaint with the Commission is dated 18.03.2013.

Sh. Ashok Kumar, Acctt. and Sh. Prem Chand, Jr. Asstt., who appeared on behalf 

of the respondent, submits a reply vide no. 679 dated 10.05.2013 stating that a reply has been supplied to the complainant- Sh. Raj Kumar vide letter no. 7648 dated 21.02.2013 in which it is stated that “ requisite information can be obtained from website www.pbspc.in or inspect the official – record.
Sh. Davinder Kumar, who appeared on behalf of the complainant – Sh. Surinder 

Kumar Bajaj that no information has been supplied to him by the respondent-PIO. He also alleges that the respondent-PIO is harassing the information seeker deliberately and causing the delay in supplying the complete information.
In view of the above,  PIO – Ms. Surinder Kaur, Supdt., O/o Regr., Punjab Pharmacy 
Council, Chandigarh  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 18th June, 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)

 15th May, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
CC ;

Ms. Surinder Kaur, 
Supdt.-cum-PIO,
(Regd. Post)
 
O/o The Registrar,

Punjab Pharmacy Council,

Parivar Kaliyan Bhawan,

Sector 34 – A, Chandigarh 

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







        Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Surinder Kumar Bajaj

S/o Sh. Hari Chand Bajaj,

C/o Sh. Harish Kumar Chhabra,

Street – 1, Gobind Nagri,

Near M. S. Kakar,

Malout - 152107, Distt. – Muktsar(Punjab)
         



 ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Pb. State S/C Land Dev. &

Financial Corporation,

SCO 101-103, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh







   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  1389  of 2013

Present:            Sh. Davinder Kumar, on behalf of the complainant.
 

 None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated 18.11.2012.  The information demanded pertains to   

number of employees retired  from 1995 till date.  The complaint with the Commission is dated                         18.03.2013.

Neither the respondent-PIO nor his representative is present in today’s hearing.
Another opportunity is given to the respondent-PIO to represent his case in person 

or through his representative, on the next date of hearing. He is also directed to file his status report regarding action taken by him on the RTI request filed by the applicant as per official–record before or on the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to 18th June, 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)

 15th May, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
       SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Ashok Kumar

S/o Sh. Mahinder Singh,

H. No. 1983/9,

Gali Nathe Khan Katra Khazana,

Amritsar   
        


           

       



   ..…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.  808  of 2013

Present:           None  on behalf of the appellant.
i) Ms. Vandana, Sr. Asstt. ;
ii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Jr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated  11.12.2012.  The information demanded pertains to   

number of cases of medical reimbursement from 01.01.2012 to 10.12.2012.  First appeal is dated 17.02.2013. Second appeal with the Commission is dated  18.03.2013.

Ms. Vandana, Sr. Asstt. And Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Jr. Asstt., who appeared on 

behalf of the respondent submits a reply vide no. 3650 dated 14.05.2013 stating that the complainant was asked to deposit a fee of Rs. 200/- for getting the requisite information. It is taken on record.

The appellant – Sh. Ashok Kumar is absent from today’s hearing without any 

intimation to the Commission.
After examining the documents placed on record, it emerges that there is a delay 

of about five months in supplying the requisite information to the information-seeker as the requisite fee has not been demanded within ten days from the date of receipt of RTI application by the PIO of office of Principal Secretary to whom the RTI request was addressed. The PIO  of office of Director, Health Services  was not authorized to demand the fee after the lapse of stipulated period.
In view of the above, 

1.  Ms. Aprampar Kaur, Deputy Director(Dental) O/o Director, Health & Family Welfare, Punjab ;
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2. Sh. Avtar Chand Sharma, Addl. Secretary, O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Pb., Health Deptt. ;

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 6th June, 2013(Thursday) 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)

 15th May, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
CC :

1. 
Ms. Aprampar Kaur,

 Deputy Director(Dental
(Regd. Post)

O/o  The Director,

 
Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kaliyan Bhawan,

Sector 34 – A, Chandigarh
2.         Sh. Avtar Chand Sharma,

 Addl. Secretary-cum-PIO, 

(Regd. Post)

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Pb., 

Health Deptt.

Pb. Mini Sectt., Sector 9,

Chandigarh
        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
       SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Lakha Singh Azad

S/o Sh. Mangal Singh,

V.P.O. – Rayyian Khurd,

Ward – 10, Tehsil – Baba Bakala,

Distt. - Amritsar 
     

           

       



   ..…Appellant
Vs


Public Information Officer 

O/o The Civil Surgeon,

Civil Hospital,

Gurdaspur
First Appellate Authority

O/o The Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kaliyan Bhawan,

Sector 34 – A, Chandigarh



     

         
  ..…Respondent






Appeal  Case No.  838  of 2013

Present:            Sh. Rajpal Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the appellant.
 

 Sh. Rajesh Puri, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated  24.12.2012.  The information demanded pertains to   

Birth certificates of Sh. Parwinder Singh and Ms. Simranjit Kaur.  First appeal is dated 09.02.2013. Second appeal with the Commission is dated  02.04.2013.

Sh. Rajesh Puri, Clerk, who appeared, on behalf of the respondent, states that after 

receiving the RTI application of the applicant – Sh. Lakha Singh Azad, a letter was sent to him through registered post on 07.01.2013.



In that letter, the appellant was asked to submit a prescribed proforma and deposit the required fee for getting the birth certificate of  Sh. Parwinder Singh and Ms. Simranjit Kaur.



He states that the State Government (office of Registrar, Birth and Death) has made a procedure for the public to issue them birth or death certificates. In that procedure, everyone, who needs birth or death certificate is bound to submit that prescribed proforma and deposit required fee in the office of Registrar of Birth and Death, of that area concerned to get  Birth or Death certificate.



He also points out that the applicant has not followed the prescribed procedure. He has neither applied with prescribed proforma nor deposit the required fee for getting the birth certificates of Sh. Parwinder Singh and Ms. Simranjit Kaur and directly approached the Commission through second appeal.
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After examining the documents placed on record and hearing both the parties, I am of the view that the applicant has not fulfilled mandatory requirements for getting the birth certificates of Sh. Parwinder Singh and Ms. Simranjit Kaur.


As far as  queries raised by the applicant in his RTI application is concerned, that has been dealt in a proper manner by the respondent-PIO concerned.



In view of the above, no cognizance is required to be taken in this case, hence the case is disposed of and closed with the advise to the applicant to follow prescribed procedure which is mandatory  as per State Government (office of Registrar, Birth and Death).

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 15th May, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
       SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Dr. Sameer Kaushal,

Kothi No. 165, 

Phase – 1,

Mohali   
        


           

       



   ..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Sr. Medical Officer,

PHC – Kohrian,

Distt. - Sangrur

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Civil Surgeon,

Civil Hospital,

Sangrur






     

         
  ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  854  of 2013

Present:            Dr. Sameer Kaushal, appellant in person.
 

Sh.  Rajinder Prasad, Clerk,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated  08.01.2013.  The information demanded pertains to   

four points regarding the service particulars of the appellant.  First appeal is dated 10.02.2013. Second appeal with the Commission is dated  03.04.2013.

The appellant - Dr. Sameer Kaushal, states that partial information has been 

supplied to him by the respondent-PIO. He requests that he wishes to inspect the original record to get it checked with the supplied information. He also alleges that the respondent-PIO is harassing him deliberately and causing the delay in supplying the complete information to him.

In view of the above,  PIO – Dr. Vijay Gupta, Sr. Medical Officer, PHC – Kohrian,

Distt. – Sangrur  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.




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. 
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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 respondent-PIO is also directed to bring original record into the Commission on the next date of hearing so that the appellant could inspect the original record.

The case is adjourned to 6th June, 2013(Thursday) 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)

 15th May, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
CC ;

 Dr. Vijay Gupta, 

(Regd. Post)

Sr. Medical Officer-cum-PIO,

PHC – Kohrian,

Distt. – Sangrur 

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

Village – Kansal, 

P. O. – Nawan Gaon,

Tehsil – Kharar,

Distt. - Mohali
  



         



 ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kaliyan Bhawan,

Sector 34 – A, Chandigarh




   

    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  926  of 2013
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
i) Sh. Sarabjit Singh, Sr. Asstt. ;
ii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Jr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

On the last date of hearing held on 11.04.2013, the complainant was advised to 
point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO.

Sh. Sarabjit Singh, Sr. Asstt and Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Jr. Asstt.,, who 

appeared on behalf of the respondent, in today’s hearing,  state  that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant – Sh. Krishan Gir vide letter no. 917 dated 11.04.2013. They also submit that the complainant has not pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him till date.



The notice of hearing issued by the State Information Commission Punjab on 12.03.2013 was returned back as ‘undelivered’ on 26.03.2013 and order dated 11.04.2013 has also been returned back as ‘undelivered’ vide Diary No. 10414  dated 03.05.2013. It is taken on record.

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

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 15th May, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Amrik Singh

S/o Sh. Partap Singh,

V. P. O. – Sahri,

Teh. & Distt. – Hoshiarpur - 146111     


         


 ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Civil Surgeon,

Civil Hospital,

Hoshiarpur






   

    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  932  of 2013

Present :
Sh. Amrik Singh, complainant, in person.
Sh. Rajnish Saini, Asstt. Civil Surgeon-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

On the last date of hearing held on 11.04.2013, a show-cause was issued to Asstt. 
Civil Surgeon, Hoshiarpur,  under Section 20(1) (2) of the RTI Act.
In compliance with the order dated 11.04.2013, Sh. Rajnish Saini, Asstt. Civil 

Surgeon-cum-PIO, appeared in person, in today’s hearing and state that the whatever information was available on record, has already been supplied to the complainant -  Sh. Amrik Singh.
Sh. Rajnish Saini, Asstt. Civil Surgeon, also submits a reply vide no. 5619 dated 

09.05.2013 to the show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 11.04.2013, which is taken on record. A copy of the same is also handed over to the complainant in the Commission today.



I have gone over the reply dated 09.05.2013  submitted by the respondent-PIO and found that the explanation given by him is genuine. In view of the explanation, the show-cause issued to him is dropped.

I have gone over the queries raised by the complainant - Sh. Amrik Singh 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)

 15th May, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Harmesh Lal,

Village – Kadiana

Via Sham Chaurasi,

Distt. – Hoshiarpupr - 144105  
           


         


 ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal,

School of Nursing,

S B L S, Civil Hospital,

Jalandhar






   

    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  968  of 2013

Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
Ms. Kulwinder Kaur, PHN Tutor, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

On the last date of hearing held on 11.04.2013, Ms. Kulwinder Kaur, PHN Tutor, 

appeared on behalf of the respondent and stated that information sought for by the complainant relates to Medical Supdt., Civil Hospital, Jalandhar and after collecting the requisite information from that officer, it would be supplied to the information-seeker within three weeks from that day.

Ms. Kulwinder Kaur, PHN Tutor, who appeared on behalf of the respondent 
submits that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant - Sh. Harmesh Lal vide letter no. 89 dated  29.04.2013. It is taken on record.

The complainant - Sh. Harmesh Lal is absent from today’s hearing without any 

intimation to the Commission. He is advised to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO, in writing and the respondent-PIO is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to 6th June, 2013(Thursday) 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)

 15th May, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB 
   SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Harbans Singh

S/o Sh. Pritam Singh,

V. P. O. – Jainpur,

Tehsil - & Distt. – Ludhiana

 
             
     

         ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer
Block Development 

& Panchayat Officer,

Block – 2, Ludhiana







       ..…Respondent


    Complaint Case No.  1049 of 2012 

Present :            None on behalf of the complainant.
Sh. Mohan Singh, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 
On the last date of hearing held on 11.04.2013, Sh. Hardev Singh Sodhi, B. D. P. O., 

Phillaur, appeared in person and produced  a copy of the cheque bearing no. 841565 dated 29.03.2013 in the name of Sh. Harbans Singh amounting to Rs. 10,000/-  but he had not produced any documentary proof which shows that penalty amount had been deducted from his salary and the respondent-PIO was again directed to ensure the compliance of the orders dated 02.01.2013 and 07.02.2013, issued by the Commission.

Sh. Mohan Singh, Sr. Asstt., who appeared on behalf of the respondent, states that   

compensation amount of Rs. 10,000/- has been paid to the complainant – Sh. Harbans Singh

through cheque No. 841565 dated 29.03.2013. He has also produces a photostat copy of the same. Which is taken on record.

The respondent  PIO concerned has failed to submit any  documentary proof which 
shows that penalty amount of Rs. 25000/- has been deducted from salary of Sh. Hardev Singh Sodhi, B. D. P. O., Phillaur. The Commission has taken a serious view on this lapse on the part of the respondent PIO.


In view of the above, the respondent-PIO is again directed to ensure the compliance of the order dated 02.01.2013,  issued by the Commission. The District Treasury Officer, Jalandhar and Drawing and Disbursing Officer,(DDO) office of BDPO, Phillaur are directed to deduct the amount of penalty from the salary of Sh. Hardev Singh Sodhi, BDPO, Phillaur  as per the order of the Commission dated January 2,  2013 and send a compliance report of this order to the Commission before the next date of hearing.


                                                                                                                   contd…..p2/-
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A copy of this order alongwith a copy of the order dated 02.01.2013 passed by the 

Commission  be also sent  to i)  Principal Secretary, Rural Development and 
Panchayats, Punjab ; ii) The  Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab ; iii) Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar ; iv)  District Dev. & Panchayat Officer, Jalandhar ;  v) the District Treasury Officer, Jalandhar ; vi)  Additional Deputy Commissioner (D), Jalandhar  ; vii) S.D.M., Phillaur   and viii) DDO (office of BDPO, Phillaur), for ensuring the compliance of this order.



The case is adjourned to 18th June, 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)

 15th May, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
CC :

i) The Principal Secretary, 




Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab,

Mini Sectt., Sector – 9, 

Chandigarh

ii) The Director,

 Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab



Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali









iii) 
The District Development



 
& Panchayat Officer, Punjab,

Jalandhar

iv)          The Deputy Commissioner, 




Jalandhar



v) 
The Additional Deputy Commissioner (D) ,

Jalandhar)


vi) 
The District Treasury Officer, 
     
 Jalandhar
vii)         The S.D.M.,
Phillaur 
viii)
 The District and Drawing Officer,

o/o B.D.P.O.,
Phillaur


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







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Gulshan Kumar,

10904, Basant Road,

Near Gurudwara,

Industrial Area – B,

Ludhiana - 141003

     
             
       
              
     ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Executive Engineer,
Pb. State Power Corporation, ltd.,

Kakawal Road, G T Road,

Near Shivpuri Chowk,

Ludhiana – 141007






       
      ..…Respondent

       Complaint Case No.  2905 of 2012 

Present :
  None on behalf of the complainant.
  Sh. S. K. Gupta, Deputy C. E., in person.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing held on 11.04.2013, a show-cause was issued to S. E., 
Pb. State Power Corporation, ltd., Ludhiana under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act.
In compliance with the order dated 11.04.2013, Sh. S. K. Gupta, Deputy C. E.-cum-

PIO, appeared in person, in today’s hearing and  submits that the requisite information has  already been supplied to the complainant – Sh. Gulshan Kumar.
 He also states that a compensation amount of Rs. 5000/- (Rupees Five thousand 

only) has been paid to the complainant – Sh. Gulshan Kumar  through cheque no. 979012 dated 08.05.2013. He has also produces a photostat copy of the same. It is taken on record.

Sh. S. K. Gupta, Deputy C. E, also submits a reply dated 03.05.2013 to the 

show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 11.04.2013, which is taken on record.


I have gone over the reply dated 03.05.2013 submitted by the respondent-PIO and found that the explanation given by him is genuine. In view of the explanation, the show-cause issued to him is dropped.

Since the orders dated 11.04.2013 passed by the Commission has been complied 

with, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 15th May, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
        SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Anil Kumar Saggar

S/o Late Sh. Naval Kishore Sanggar,


“Saggar Nowas”,

 Purana Hospital,

Kapurthala



           


           

            ..…Appellant
Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Civil Surgeon,

Civil Hospital,

Kapurthala
First Appellate Authority

O/o The Civil Surgeon,

Civil Hospital,

Kapurthala





     

         
  ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  554  of 2013
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.
Sh. Balwinder Singh, Asstt. Civil Surgeon-cum-PIO, in person.

ORDER

On the last date of hearing held on 16.04.2013, a show-cause was issued to Asstt. 
Civil Surgeon, Kapurthala  under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act.
In compliance with the order dated 16.04.2013, Sh. Balwinder Singh, Asstt. Civil 

Surgeon-cum-PIO, appeared in person, in today’s hearing and  submits that the requisite information has  already been supplied to the complainant – Sh. Gulshan Kumar  vide letter dated 11.03.2013. He also states that the appellant has not pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him till date.

 Sh. Balwinder Singh, Asstt. Civil Surgeon, also submits a reply vide no. 177 dated 

10.05.2013 to the show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 16.04.2013, which is taken on record.


I have gone over the reply dated 10.05.2013 submitted by the respondent-PIO and found that the explanation given by him is genuine. In view of the explanation, the show-cause issued to him is dropped.

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

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 15th May, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Dr. Neeru Guliani

W/o Sh. Vinod Guliani,

V. P. O. – Baijnath,

Distt. – Kangra (H. P. ) - 176125
           


           

            ..…Appellant
Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Director,

Ayurveda, Punjab,

SCO 823-824, Sector 22 – A,

Chandigarh
First Appellate Authority

O/o The Director,

Ayurveda, Punjab,

SCO 823-824, Sector 22 – A,

Chandigarh





     

         
  ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  556  of 2013
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.
Sh. Brahmjot Singh, M. O.-cum-PIO, in person.
ORDER

On the last date of hearing held on 16.04.2013, a show-cause was issued to 
Medical Officer O/o the Director, Ayurveda, Punjab  under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act.

In compliance with the order dated 16.04.2013, Sh. Brahmjot Singh, M. O.--cum-

PIO, appeared in person, in today’s hearing and  submits that the requisite information has  already been supplied to the complainant – Ms. Dr. Neeru Guliani. He also states that the appellant has not pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to her till date.

 Sh. Brahmjot Singh, M. O.-, also submits a reply dated 15.05.2013 to the show-
cause issued to him vide orders dated 16.04.2013, which is taken on record.


I have gone over the reply dated 15.05.2013 submitted by the respondent-PIO and found that the explanation given by him is genuine. In view of the explanation, the show-cause issued to him is dropped.

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

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 15th May, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Udho Ram

S/o Late Sh. Bhagwan Dass,

Village – Kotlu, P. O. – Bahina,

Tehsil – Barsar, Distt. – Hamirpur 

(Himachal Pradesh – 174309)  
     
           


         

 ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Engineer,

Field Mechanical Divn.,

RSD Shahpurkandi,

Pathankot







   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  575  of 2013
Present :            Sh. Sunil Kumar on behalf of the complainant.
  Sh. Gurpal Singh, Executive Engineer, in person.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing held on 11.04.2013, the respondent-PIO was directed to 

file a fresh affidavit regarding what action has been taken after he came to know about the fact that the relevant office-record in connection of which the information has been sought for by the complainant is un-traceable. 
  Sh. Gurpal Singh, Executive Engineer, who appeared in person, states that 

whatever was available on record, has been supplied to the complainant – Sh. Udho Ram. He also files an affidavit  dated 14.05.2013 in this regard. An affidavit submitted by him is handed over to Sh. Sunil Kumar, who appeared on behalf of the complainant - Sh. Udho Ram and a copy of the same is taken on record. 

I have gone over the queries raised by the complainant - Sh. Udho Ram 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)

 15th May, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
         SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
H. S. Hundal,

H. No. 3402,

Sector - 71,

Mohali


    
       


      
           
          
       
 ..…Appellant








Vs

Public Information Officer 
O/o District Development &

Panchayat Officer,

Mohali

First Appellate Authority
O/o District Development &

Panchayat Officer,

Mohali








     
       ..…Respondent





Appeal Case No.  1626  of 2012
Present :
 None.

ORDER

On the last date of hearing held on 11.04.2013, the appellant was advised to point-
out deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO and the respondent is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.

Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present.  Nevertheless, another 
opportunity is given to the parties to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing
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)

 15th May, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
