STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bhupinder Singh,

M.P.H.V Male,

Mini PHC.Palheri,

Distt-Mohali.

 ……………………………. Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Pb

Sector-34-A, Chandigarh.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 690 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Bhupinder Singh, the Complainant

(ii) Dr. Vijay Kumar, Assistant Civil Surgeon, Mohali and Sh. Jatinder Dhawan, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.
In response to the order showing cause, Respondent has filed an affidavit today in the Commission. Copy of the same is given to the Complainant. Complainant has sought another date to go through the affidavit. 
3.
Adjourned to 09.07.10 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 25th June, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ashwani Kumar Prashar,

# 325, Sector-12-A,

Panchkula

 ……………………………. Appellant

Vs.
(1)
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Muktsar

(2)        First Appellate Authority,

             O/o State Transport Commissioner,

             Pb, Chandigarh


………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 143 of 2010

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant


(ii) Sh. B.M.Singh, DTO, Muktsar , the Respondent  
ORDER

Heard

2.
In the hearing dated 10.06.2010, PIO, O/o DTO, Muktsar was asked to file his reply in response to the order showing cause. In today’s hearing, he has submitted his reply. He states that he has joined as DTO on 13.04.2010 and has supplied part of the information on 23.04.2010. He further states that Sh. Gurcharan Singh was DTO at that time when the RTI application was filed. Presently he is working as ADTO, Ferozepur and was having dual charge at the time information was sought. 

3.
In view of the above facts, Sh. Gurcharan Singh, ADTO, Ferozepur, the then PIO-cum-DTO, Ferozepur is, hereby, directed to show cause why action should not be taken against him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under the Act. He should file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing.  Copy of the application for information sought by the Complainant be also sent to Sh. Gurcharan Singh, ADTO, Ferozepur.
4.
Respondent is also directed to provide the remaining information to the Complainant. The case is, therefore, adjourned to 16.07.2010 (10.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 








Sd/-
                                                                                              (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 25th June, 2010


               State Information Commissioner

CC: Sh. Gurcharan Singh, ADTO, Ferozepur

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Darshana Devi,

W/o Sh. Om Parkash,

C/o Apex Graphics,

Opp. Arya High School,

Rampura Phul-151103,

Bathinda

 ……………………………. Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Health & Family Welfare,

Pb, Chandigarh.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 527 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Rupinder Garg, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant

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

Heard

2.
Complainant has authorized Sh. Rupinder Garg, Advocate to appear on her behalf for today’s hearing. He states that information provided to him is not authenticated. Respondent has certified the information in the Commission today. 
3.
In response to the order showing cause, Respondent has filed an affidavit, which is taken on record. Sh. Rupinder Garg, Advocate states that Complainant had suffered mental harassment and financial loss in getting the information.
4.
It is observed that Complainant has attended two hearings i.e. on 28.01.10 and today in the Commission.

4.
Keeping in view the loss suffered by the Complainant, Respondent is directed to pay a compensation of Rs. 1000/- (Rupees One Thousand Only) to the Complainant. Respondent has paid the compensation today in the Commission. No further action is required.

5.
The case is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 25th June, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Alka Sharma,

# 3455, Sector-35/D,

Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
(1)
Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Patiala.

(2)
Public Information Officer,


O/o Municipal Corporation,


Patiala.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1780 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Smt. Alka Sharma, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Parveen Gupta, Suptd. O/o Municipal Corporation, Patiala and Sh. Manish Khanna, Computer Operator O/o Civil Surgeon, Patiala on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent O/o Civil Surgeon, Patiala has provided the sought for information to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant is satisfied with the information. 
3.
Respondent O/o Municipal Corporation, Patiala has also submitted the report regarding non-receipt of letter by the clerk, which is taken on record. No further action is required.

4.
The case is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 25th June, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Paritpal Singh,

2/305 Jandiala Road,

Tarn Taran.

    ……………………….Appellant

Vs.
(1)
Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Tarn Taran

(2)
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Director, Health & Family Welfare,


Pb, Chandigarh.

……………………..Respondent

AC No. 96 of 2010

Present:
 (i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Mulkh Raj, Suptd.-cum-APIO on behalf of Respondent no. 2 and Dr. M.S. Parmar, PIO the Respondent  no. 1.
ORDER

Heard

2.
As directed in the hearing dated 03.06.2010, Respondent, O/o First Appellate Authority has brought the receipt register from which it is found that the application of the Appellant submitted to the First Appellate Authority had not been received in their office.
3.
Respondent, O/o Civil Surgeon, Tarn Taran states that he has again checked the record but application of the Appellant and required postal order has not been received in their office. He further states that the application received without requisite fee shall not be entertained and shall be liable to be rejected. He further states that however, information as available in the record has already been provided to the Appellant.  
4.
Appellant has himself admitted that he has not filed an application with the PIO and has sent the application alongwith a complaint to Dr. Kamaljit Kaur, Civil Surgeon, Tarn Taran. Since, the application of the Complainant is not traceable and not in the record, Appellant is advised to again file a fresh application alongwith the RTI fees to the Respondent. However, Respondent is directed to send the information already prepared by him to the Appellant today itself. No further action is required.
5.
The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 25th June, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sham Lal Singla,

B-325, Guru Nanak Colony,

Sangrur.

 ……………………………. Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director General School Education, Pb,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 361 of  2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Sham Lal Singla, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Sat Paul Sharma, Assistant State Project Director on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that copy of the enclosure with the enquiry report as demanded by the Complainant has been obtained from the Education Branch E-4 in the O/o Secy., Education, having 32 pages has provided to the Complainant today in the Commission.
3.
In response to the order showing cause, Respondent has filed an affidavit, which is taken on record. Copy of the same is given to the Complainant today in the Commission.

4.
Keeping in view the facts submitted by the Respondent, the show cause is, hereby, dropped. No further action is required.

5.
The case is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 25th June, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dr. Mukesh Gupta,
179/1, S.U.S.Nagar,

Jalandhar City.

 ……………………………. Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,
Health & Family Welfare Deptt,

Sector-34/A, Chandigarh.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No.1883 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Dr. Mukesh Gupta, the Complainant 

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

Heard

2.

Complainant states that he filed an application to know what action have been taken at various levels against VRS under self employment scheme submitted on 22.08.2009. Action taken on the application has been informed to the Complainant. No further action is required.

3.

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


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 25th June, 2010


               State Information Commissioner
