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Vishwa Nath

S/o Late Sh. Ram Lal, 

H. No. 693, Mohalla Mistrian,

Sujanpur – 145023,

Distt. – Pathankot




     
             
             

 ..…Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Director,

Local Govt., Punjab,

SCO 131 -132, Juneja Building,

Sector – 17- C, Chandigarh.




                                   ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  2834 of 2012

Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.



Ms. Manmohan Kaur, Jr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent. 
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 13.09.2011.  The information demanded pertains to 

decision taken on resolution no. 341 dated 12.01.2008 by the Municipal Council, Pathankot.  The complaint with the Commission is dated 08.09.2012.

On the first date of hearing held on 16.11.2012, a fresh notice of hearing was sent 

to the PIO of office of the  Director, Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh with the directions to supply the requisite information to the complainant within three weeks from that day.  

On the hearing held on 12.12.2012, neither the respondent nor his representative 

was present in the hearing of this case. The respondent-PIO was directed to appear in person alongwith a copy of requisite information supplied to the information-seeker.

On the hearing held on 10.01.2013, Ms. Manmohan Kaur, Jr. Asstt., had promised 

in writing that requisite information will be supplied to information-seeker within fifteen days from that day.



On the last date of hearing held on 07.02.2013, Ms. Manmohan Kaur, Jr. Asstt., who 

appeared on behalf of the respondent, submitted that copy of enquiry report regarding resolution no. 341 dated 12.01.2008 had already been sent to the complainant – Sh. Vishwa Nath vide letter no. 2190 dated 17.01.2013 and she also sought some time to produce a copy of the decision taken on the above said resolution.
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In today’s hearing, Ms. Manmohan Kaur, Jr. Asstt., who appeared  on behalf of the 

respondent, submits a letter  no. 9614 dated 11.03.2013 stating that before taking any decision on the resolution no. 341 dated 12.01.2008, an opportunity was given to the complainant, Sh. Vishwa Nath for personal hearing. A copy of the same is taken  on record. She further submits that neither  the complainant has appeared for personal hearing not sent any communication till date.

The complainant, Sh. Vishwa Nath was absent on the last date of hearing and 
he is again absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. 

In view of the above, it is assumed that the complainant  does not wish to pursue 
his case further and the case is disposed of and closed.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 12th March, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Inderjit Sharma,

H. No. 179, Street – 2,

New Teacher Colony,

Nawanshaher (Punjab)
     
           


         


     ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Secretary,

School Education,

Room No. 523, 5th Floor,

Sector – 9, Mini Sectt., Pb.,

Chandigarh







   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint Case No.  3788  of 2012
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.

i) Sh. Balvir Singh, Sr. Asstt., ;
ii) Sh. Paramjit Singh Walia, Sr. Asstt. O/o D. P. I., Pb., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The RTI application is dated 25.10.2012.  The information demanded pertains to 

prescribed qualifications for the post of vocational Master(Computer Science). The complainant with the Commission is dated  01.12.2012.

On the first date of hearing held on 10.01.2013, a show-cause was issued to Supdt., 

Edu. – 2 branch, Mini Sectt., Pb., Chandigarh under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act.
On the last date of hearing held on 07.02.2013, the Complainant was advised to 
point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him vide letter dated 23.01.2013 by the respondent-PIO.

In today’s hearing, Sh. Sh. Balvir Singh, Sr. Asstt., and Sh. Paramjit Singh Walia, 
Sr. Asstt. O/o D. P. I., Pb., who appeared on behalf of the respondent, submit that the requisite information had already  been supplied to the complainant - Sh. Inderjit Sharma vide letter 23.01.2013. A copy of the same is taken on record.


The complainant, Sh. Inderjit Sharma was absent on the last date of hearing and 
he is again absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. He has neither pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him, to the respondent-PIO, nor approached the Commission with any contrary claim  in that regard.
In view of the above, it is assumed that the complainant is satisfied with the 
information supplied to him and  does not wish to pursue his case further and the case is disposed of and closed.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 12th March, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
         SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Jiwan Garg

S/o Sh. Om Parkash Garg,

B – 1/473 - A,

Opp. Old  Bombay Palace,

Jakhal Road,  Sunam,
Distt. – Sangrur - 148028
       
       

    
          
     

   ..…Appellant







Vs




Public Information Officer 
O/o S. D. O.,

Pb. State Power Corporation ltd.,

Sub Division, City – Sunam - 148028

First Appellate Authority
O/o S. D. O.,

Pb. State Power Corporation ltd.,

Sub Division, City – Sunam - 148028



     

       ..…Respondent






Appeal  Case  No.  1693  of 2012
Present :
Sh. Jiwan Garg, appellant, in person.
i) Sh. Praveen Bansal, Addl. S. E., PSPCL, Bhalwan ;
ii) Sh. R. K. Goyal, Addl. S. E., PSPCL, Budhlada ;
iii) Sh. Tarsem jindal, Addl. S. E., PSPCL, Sunam ;
iv) Sh. Surjit Singh, S.D.O., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

On the last date of hearing held on 07.02.2013, show-causes were issued to the  

i)  Addl. S.E., PSPCL – Bhalwan, Distt. – Sangrur ; ii) Addl. S. E., PSPCL, Divn.- Budhlada, Distt. – Mansa ; iii)  Sh. Tarsem Jindal, Addl. S.E., Pb. State Power Corporation ltd., Sub Division, City – Sunam, under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act.

                               In compliance with the order dated 07.02.2013, i) Sh. Praveen Bansal, Addl.  

S. E., PSPCL, Bhalwan ; ii) Sh. R. K. Goyal, Addl. S. E., PSPCL, Budhlada ; iii) Sh. Tarsem jindal, Addl. S. E., PSPCL, Sunam and iv) Sh. Surjit Singh, S.D.O., appeared in person and filed their replies dated 12.03.2013 to show-cause issued to them vide orders dated 07.02.2013, which are taken on record.

                          All the three officials including Sh. Praveen Bansal, Addl.  S. E., PSPCL, Bhalwan ; ii) Sh. R. K. Goyal, Addl. S. E., PSPCL, Budhlada ; iii) Sh. Tarsem Jindal, Addl. S. E., PSPCL, Sunam, in their respective representations have clarified that they were designated as APIO by the authorities concerned. They have also clarified that appellant has neither sought for information from their respective offices not they have denied information to the appellant. They also pleaded that show-cause issued to them kindly be dropped.

I have gone over the replies  dated 12.03.2013 submitted by all these three officials

and found that the explanations given by them are genuine. In view of the explanations the show-cause issued to them is dropped.                                            
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The presence of all these three officials is no more required in this case and hence 

they are exempted from attending further hearings in future in this case.
Sh. Praveen Bansal, Addl.  S. E., PSPCL, Bhalwan, submits that Sh. D. P. S. Grewal, 

Deputy Chief Engineer, Distribution Circle, Sohian Road, Near Patiala Gate, PSPCL, Sangrur is present PIO. He also states that Sh. R. K. Arora, Deputy Chief Engineer was PIO at the time when an application was moved by the appellant, Sh. Jiwan Garg under RTI Act.

The appellant, Sh. Jiwan Garg alleges that incomplete information has been 

supplied to him by the respondent-PIO. He submits  that as information in connection with point no. 9, 10, 14 and 15 of his RTI request dated 24.02.2012 has not been supplied to him by the respondent-PIO concerned. He demands that penal action should be taken against the respondent-PIO concerned.
In view of the above, 

1. Sh. R. K. Arora, who was PIO when the RTI application was  moved, now posted as Deputy Chief Engineer, DSM O/o C. E., Tech. Audit (Inspection), Shakti Vihar, PSPCL, Patiala;

2. Sh. D. P. S. Grewal, Deputy Chief Engineer, Distribution Circle, Sohian Road, Near Patiala Gate, PSPCL, Sangrur 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 of 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 give status report regarding action taken by them on the 

RTI request filed by the applicant before or on the next date of hearing
                           The case is adjourned to 16th April, 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)

 12th March, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
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CC :
1. Sh. D. P. S. Grewal, 
(Regd. Post)
      Deputy Chief Engineer-cum, 
Distribution Circle, Sohian Road, 
Near Patiala Gate,
Pb. State Power Corporation ltd.,

 Sangrur
2. Sh. R. K. Arora,
(Regd. Post) 
       Deputy Chief Engineer, DSM

        O/o  The Chief Engineer, 

        Tech. Audit (Inspection), 

        Shakti Vihar, 

       Pb. State Power Corporation ltd.,

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

Sr. Clerk,

Office of Executive Engineer

Kandi Water Shed,

Drainage Division,

Hoshiarpur

        
     
           


         

      ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Superintending Engineer,

Kandi Canal Circle,

Hoshiarpur







   
        ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  02  of 2013
Present :            Sh. Nasib Singh, complainant, in person.
  Sh. Hari Chand, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 
The RTI application is dated  06.07.2012.  The information demanded pertains to 

copy of seniority list prepared by XEN, Civil Division, Hoshiarpur on the basis of which type-3 houses were allotment to Sh. Mangal Ram, Chowkidar and Jaipal, Chowkidar and Sh. Ashwini Kumar, Patwari. The complainant with the Commission is dated 10.12.2012.

On the first date of hearing held on 11.02.2013, Sh. Rajbir Singh, Supdt., appeared 

on behalf of the respondent and submitted that  the information in connection with point no. 2 - 3 would be supplied to the information-seeker within ten days from that day.

In today’s hearing, Sh. Hari Chand, Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the 

respondent, submits that the remaining information has been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Nasib Singh vide letter no. 645-47 dated  07.03.2013 through registered post. A copy of the same is taken on record.


I have gone over the queries raised by the complainant, Sh. Nasib 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)

 12th March, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Jaswinder Singh Brar

S/o Sh. Bhagwan Singh Brar

C/o F – 402, Rishi Apartment,

Sector – 70,

Mohali

     
   
     
           


         

     ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Divisional Officer,

Eastern Canal Division,

Ferozepur







   
       ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  15  of 2013  
Present :            Sh. Jaswinder Singh Brar, complainant in person.
  Sh. Sukhbir Singh Mundi, Executive Engineer-cum-PIO, in person.
ORDER 
The original RTI request for information is dated 04.10.2012. The information 
demanded pertains to  action taken report on application dated 01.09.2010. First appeal with the First Appellate Authority is dated 01.05.2012. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 11.12.2012.
On the first date of hearing held on 11.02.2013, a show-cause was issued to

Executive Engineer, Eastern Canal Division, Ferozepur.
In compliance with the order dated 06.02.2013, in today’s hearing, Sh. Sukhbir 

Singh Mundi, Executive Engineer-cum-PIO, appeared in person and  submits that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant,  Sh. Jaswinder Singh Brar.

The complainant, Sh. Jaswinder Singh Brar gives in writing that  he has received 
the requisite information and is satisfied with the same. He also asks for filing of his complaint.

Sh. Sukhbir Singh Mundi, Executive Engineer also submits a reply dated 

12.03.2013 to show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 11.02.2013, which is taken on record.


I have gone over the reply dated 12.03.2013 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)

 12th March, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
  SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Tarsem Kumar Goyal

S/o Late Sh. Piara Lal,

 Mohalla – Bhojeka,

Near Old Courts,

Sunam, Distt. - Sangrur        
     
           


         

 ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Sector 34 A, Chandigarh





   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  33  of 2013
Present :            None on behalf of the complainant.
Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Jr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 
The RTI application is dated  18.09.2012.  The information demanded pertains to 

seven points regarding recruitment of Dental Surgeons  in September, 2012.  The complainant with the Commission is dated 10.12.2012.

On the first date of hearing held on 11.02.2013, Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Jr. Asstt. and 

Sh. Surinder Babbar, Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the respondent, stated that they have brought the requisite information in the Commission to hand over to the complainant. As the complainant was absent, Sh. Rajinder Kumar and Sh. Surinder Babbar, promised to send the same to the complainant through registered post within two days from that day. The respondent-PIO, Dr. Balbir Singh, Asstt. Director (T.B.) was also directed to file his status report regarding action taken on the RTI request filed by the complainant.
In today’s hearing, Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Jr. Asstt., who appeared on behalf of the 
respondent, submits a letter no. 1880 dated 18.02.2013 signed by Supdt. office of Director, Health & Family Welfare ( 4 branch), Punjab stating that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Tarsem Kumar Goyal vide letter no. 1645 dated  11.02.2012 through registered post. A copy of the same is taken on record.

The complainant, Sh. Tarsem Kumar Goyal was absent on the last date of hearing 
and he is again absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. He has neither pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him, to the respondent-PIO, nor approached the Commission with any contrary claim  in that regard.
In view of the above, it is assumed that the complainant is satisfied with the 
information supplied to him and  does not wish to pursue his case further and the case is disposed of and closed.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 12th March, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Rupesh Kumar,

Flat No. 9, Plot No. 275,

Sector – IV, Vaishali,

Ghaziabad – 201010

Uttar Pradesh

        
     
           


         

      ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Registrar,

Pb. Nurses Registration Council,

SCO 109, Sector 40-C,

Chandigarh







   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  36  of 2013
Present :            Sh. Rupesh Kumar, complainant, in person.
i)  Sh. Didar Singh, Regsitrar, in person ;

ii) Sh. Sarabjit Singh, Advocate on behalf of Ms. Surjit Kaur, Sister Tutor, Govt. Medical College, Amritsar ;

v)  Ms. Kanta Devi, Principal, Govt. College of Nursing, Patiala,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 
The RTI application is dated  25.08.2012.  The information demanded pertains to 

 registration of B.Sc. Nursing in U.P. Nursing Council. The complainant with the Commission is dated 04.12.2012.
On the first date of hearing held on 11.02.2013, show-causes were issued to  i) Ms. 

Kanta Devi, Principal, Govt. College of Nursing, Patiala ; and  ii) Ms. Surjit Kaur, Sister Tutor, Govt. Medical College, Amritsar under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act.  Dr. A. S. Thind, Director, Medical Education and Research, Pb. was  also directed to appoint PIO, supply the requisite information to the information-seeker and give status report regarding action taken on the RTI request filed by the applicant.



In today’s hearing,  Sh. Didar Singh, Regsitrar, appeared in person and submits his reply dated 12.03.2013, a copy of the same is taken on record. 

In compliance with the order dated 11.02.2013, in today’s hearing, Ms. Kanta Devi, 

Principal, Govt. College of Nursing, Patiala, appeared in person and states that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant,  Sh. Rupesh Kumar.

The complainant, Sh. Rupesh Kumar gives in writing that  he has received 
the requisite information and is satisfied with the same. 
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Ms. Kanta Devi, Principal, Govt. College of Nursing, Patiala also submits a reply 
dated 11.03.2013, in the shape of an affidavit, to show-cause issued to her vide orders dated 11.02.2013, which is taken on record.
Sh. Sarabjit Singh, Advocate, who appeared on behalf of Ms. Surjit Kaur, Sister 
Tutor, Govt. Medical College, Amritsar, submits a reply  of Ms. Surjit Kaur, dated 11.03.2013, in the shape of an affidavit, to show-cause issued to her vide orders dated 11.02.2013, which is taken on record.
I have gone over the replies submitted by the respondent-PIOs and found that the 

explanations given by them are genuine. In view of the explanations the show-cause issued to them 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)

 12th March, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
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,

Sector 34 A, Chandigarh



   

           ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  132  of 2013

Present :            Sh. Bharat Kumar, on behalf of the complainant.
i) Sh. Balbir Singh, Deputy Director ; 
ii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Jr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 
On the last date of hearing held on 11.02.2013, a show-cause was issued to  Asstt. 

Director (T.B.) office of the Director, Health Services, Pb., Chandigarh under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act.  

Sh. Bharat Kumar, who appeared on behalf of the complainant, Sh. Raj Kumar, 

states that no information has been supplied to him by the respondent-PIO so far.



Sh. Balbir Singh, Deputy Director and Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Jr. Asstt., who appeared on behalf of the respondent, state that the requisite information was sent to the complainant vide letter dated 31.10.2012 through ordinary post.


They also commit that the requisite information would be supplied to the complainant within four weeks from today through registered post.
          Due to evasive attitude of the respondent-PIO, an interim compensation of Rs. 2000/- 

(Rupees Two Thousand only) is awarded to the information-seeker, Sh. Raj Kumar,  which should be paid by the concerned public authority by way of crossed cheque/demand draft. The respondent-PIO is also directed to produce a copy of the same in the Commission on the next date of hearing. He is also directed to file his reply to show-cause, issued to him vide orders dated 11.02.2013 and 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
The case is adjourned to 16th April, 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 him during the hearing in the Commission today.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 12th March, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Gagan Chatha, Advocate

S/o Sh. Ashok Kumar Chatha,

Chamber No. 544, 4th Floor,

District Courts, Patiala
        
     
           


         

 ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Asstt. Excise &

Taxation Commissioner, Pb.,

Patiala - 147001






   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  218  of 2013
Present :              None on behalf of the complainant.
  Sh. Saroop Inder Sandhu, Excise Inspector, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated  30.08.2012.  The information demanded pertains to 

issuance of  three Excises licenses to M/s Rana Enterprises, Patiala.  The complainant with the Commission is dated  14.12.2012.

On the first date of hearing held on 11.02.2013, Sh. S. K. Garg, Excise and Taxation 

Officer, office of Asstt. Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Punjab, Jail Road, Patiala was directed to file his status report regarding action taken on the RTI request filed by the complainant in the shape of an affidavit. 

In today’s hearing, Sh. Saroop Inder Sandhu, Excise Inspector,  who appeared on 

behalf of the respondent, that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant - Sh. 
Gagan Chatha, Advocate vide letter no. 764 dated  05.03.2013. He also submits a status report dated 12.03.2013 signed by Asstt. Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Patiala, in the shape of an affidavit. All these letters are taken on record.

The complainant - Sh. Gagan Chatha, Advocate also sent a letter dated  05.03.2013 

stating that he has received the requisite information and is satisfied with the same. In that letter he has also shown his desire to withdraw his complaint.


In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed.

 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 12th March, 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. Sohan Lal Jain,

136 – G, Gobind Nagar,

Model Town, Patiala








..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Sector 34 - A, Chandigarh 

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Sector 34 - A, Chandigarh 









     

       ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  04  of 2013

Present :           Sh. Sohan Lal Jain, appellant, in person.
i) Sh. Balbir Singh, Deputy Director ; 
ii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Jr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 
On the last date of hearing held on 11.02.2013, a show-cause was issued  to 

Deputy Director, Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, Sector 34 A, Chandigarh under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act.


The appellant, Sh. Sohan Lal Jain submits that he has received incomplete information in connection with point no. 1, 2, 3 and 8 of his RTI request dated 13.06.2012. He further submits that he has not received any information in connection with point no. 6, 9 and 10 of his RTI request. He also  submits a letter dated 12.03.2013, pointing out deficiencies in writing, which is taken on record.


Sh. Balbir Singh, Deputy Director, who appeared in person, states that whatever information is available on office-record, has been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Sohan Lal Jain. He submits that some of the information do not relate to the office of Director, Health & Family Welfare, Punjab as the same relates with office of Chief Medical Officer, Civil Hospital, Mansa.


Meanwhile a copy of the deficiencies pointed out by the appellant is handed over to Sh. Balbir Singh, Deputy Director and Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Jr. Asstt., in the Commission today with the directions that Sh. Balbir Singh would do the needful to give point-wise reply of the RTI application the Appellant – Sh. Jain. 
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If the relevant information is not available  in the office-record of the Director, Health & Family Welfare, Punjab and in the office of Chief Medical Officer, Civil Hospital, Mansa, then Sh. Balbir Singh shall file an affidavit, to clarify the fact that official record pertaining to certain queries raised by Sh. Jain is not available with the public authority concerned. In that affidavit, Sh. Balbir Singh also clarify about the fact that whether official-record has gone missing or not. 


If the official record has gone missing, he shall file his reply in connection with the fact that how that particular official record has gone missing and what action has been taken against the official concerned in whose custody the relevant office-record was lying.



Sh. Balbir Singh, Deputy Director, is directed to file a fresh reply to show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 11.02.2013 in the shape of an affidavit. The claims which will be made in that affidavit, must be accompanied by the supporting documents as per official record. 

The case is adjourned to 16th April, 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)

 12th March, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
         SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Tarwinder Jit Singh, Advocate,

Chamber – 92,

District Courts Complex,

Kapurthala









..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Medical Officer,

Civil Hospital, Kapurthala 

First Appellate Authority

O/o Chief Medical Officer,

Civil Hospital, Kapurthala 



     

 
      ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  07  of 2013

Present :          None on behalf of the appellant.
Sh. B. S. Multani, S. M. O.-cum-PIO, in person.
ORDER  

The original RTI request for information is dated 14.09.2012. The information 
demanded pertains to  construction work of emergency ward and OPD building in Civil Hospital, Kapurthala. First appeal with the First Appellate Authority is dated  01.05.2012. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 10.12.2012.
On the first date of hearing held on 11.02.2013, a show-cause was issued  to 

S. M. O., Kapurthala under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act.

            
          In compliance with the order dated 11.02.2013, in today’s hearing, Sh. B. S. Multani, S. M. O.-cum-PIO, appeared in person and  states that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant,  Sh. Tarwinder Jit Singh vide letter no. 3910 A dated 04.02.2013. He also submits a reply  to the show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 11.02.2013, which is taken on record.



A decision in connection with the show-cause will be taken later on.

The appellant,  Sh. Tarwinder Jit Singh is absent from today’s hearing. He is 
advised to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him in writing to the respondent-PIO and the respondent is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.
The case is adjourned to 11th April, 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)

 12th March, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
         SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Gurcharan Lal,

H. No. 53,

Nijatam Nagar Basti – 9,

Jalandhar City









..…Appellant





  
    Vs




Public Information Officer 

O/o The Principal Secretary,

Social Securities Women Welfare &

Child Dev., Pb., Mini Secct., Pb., 

Sector 9, Chandigarh
First Appellate Authority

O/o The Principal Secretary,

Social Securities Women Welfare &

Child Dev., Pb., Mini Secct., pb., 

Sector 9, Chandigarh





     

       ..…Respondent






Appeal  Case No.  15  of 2013

Present :           Sh. Raj Kumar Bhagat, on behalf of the appellant.
Sh. Raman Kumar Sharma, Supdt. 1-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 


The original RTI request for information is dated 31.07.2012. The information 
demanded pertains to  recruitment of 41 posts of C.D.P.O. First appeal with the First Appellate Authority is dated 15.09.2012. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 11.12.2012.
On the first date of hearing held on 11.02.2013, Sh. Gurjant Singh, Sr. Asstt. 

appeared on behalf of the respondent and stated that information in connection with point no. 3 would be supplied to the applicant within fifteen days from that day.


Sh. Raman Kumar Sharma, Supdt. 1-cum-APIO, who appeared on behalf of the 
respondent, submits a letter no. 478 dated 01.03.2013 signed by Supdt. Grade – 1 O/o the Director, Social Securities Women Welfare & Child Dev., Pb.,  stating that the remaining information has been supplied to the complainant - Sh. Raj Kumar Bhagat, representative of the appellant – Sh. Gurcharan Lal vide letter no. 4912 dated  01.03.2013. A copy of the same is taken on record. He also hands over a copy of the same information to Sh. Raj Kumar Bhagat, who appeared on behalf of the appellant – Sh. Gurcharan Lal, in the Commission today.



Sh. Raj Kumar Bhagat, representative of the appellant – Sh. Gurcharan Lal gives in writing that  he has received the requisite information and is satisfied with the same. He also asks for filing of his complaint
Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 12th March, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
         SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Joginder Pal Kakria,

563 – MIG, Phase – 1,

Urban Estate, Patiala








..…Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o Chief Medical Officer,

Civil Hospital, Patiala
First Appellate Authority

O/o Chief Medical Officer,

Civil Hospital, Patiala





     

       ..…Respondent





      Appeal  Case No.  17  of 2013

Present :              None on behalf of the appellant.
   Sh. Purshotam Goyal, Asstt. Civil Surgeon, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 
The original RTI request for information is dated 17.05.2012. The information 
demanded pertains to  action taken on application dated 11.04.2012. First appeal with the First Appellate Authority is . Second appeal with the Commission is dated 11.12.2012.
On the last date of hearing held on 11.02.2013, the respondent-PIO  was directed to 

file a fresh status report regarding action taken on the RTI request filed by the applicant, in the shape of an affidavit. 


In today’s hearing, Sh. Purshotam Goyal, Asstt. Civil Surgeon, who appeared on behalf of the respondent, submits a letter no. 87 dated 19.02.2013 stating that reply pertains to  action taken on application dated 11.04.2012 has already been sent to the appellant, Sh. Joginder Pal Kakria through registered post. A copy of the same is taken on record. He also submits a letter dated 11.03.2013 as a status report regarding action taken on the RTI request filed by the applicant, in the shape of an affidavit. It is also taken on record.
The appellant, Sh. Joginder Pal Kakria is absent from today’s hearing without any 

intimation to the Commission. He has neither pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO vide letter no. 87 dated 19.02.2013, nor approached the Commission with any contrary claim  in that regard.
In view of the above, it is assumed that the appellant is satisfied with the 
information supplied to him and  does not wish to pursue his case further and the case is disposed of and closed.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 12th March, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
