STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dr. Tejinder Pal Singh





 ......Complainant






Vs.

PIO, Secretary, Medical Education and Research,Pb.

Respondent

CC No.  94 of 2006:

Present:
None for the complainant.


Harjinder Singh Sodhi, Supdt. Health 3 Br. For the PIO.

Order:


Dr. Tejinder Pal Singh has submitted his complaint dated  21.1.07 to the State Information Commission which was received in the Commission on  4.1.07 with his application dated 3.11.06, addressed to the PIO-cum-Joint Secretary, Department of Medical Education, Punajb, for information under the RTI Act, 2005, with due payment of fee, has not been attended to.  He stated that the required information may be made available to him and also stated that the stipulated period of 30 days has since  elapsed and the PIO was not interested to give the information  for his  personal gain. The applicant had sought information regarding  show cause notice dated 10.2.06 to Dr. Paramjit Singh Rana, Chairman, Homoeopathic Council, Punjab and also copy of order on noting portion of Hon’ble Chief Minister, Punjab dated 3.4.06. The complaint was referred by the Commission to the PIO on 8.1.07 for his comments within 15 days for the consideration of the Commission.

2.
As per the representative, the information was supplied to the complainant on 31.1.07. A letter was also received in the Commission on 1.2.07 wherein it was stated that all information had been given to the complainant. It was pointed 
 out to Dr. H.S.Sodhi, representative of the PIO that the letter dated 31.1.07  neither give the details  of the answer given to the complainant  nor the receipt from the complainant nor had the copy thereof been placed on the record of the Commission. The representative showed  the register of the office showing the
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 dispatch of  the letter to the  complainant. He also promised to give  photocopy of the registered letter within 2 days. Since the complainant has not appeared, it is presumed that he is satisfied with the reply. Therefore, after copy of the information  supplied, is supplied to the Commission, the case will be considered disposed of.



Sd/-                                                         Sd/-




(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 



(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

 State Information Commissioner
State information Commissioner

13.06.2007

Ptk-R
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Subhash Chander Bajaj




 ......Complainant






Vs.

PIO, Secretary,  Health & Family Welfare,  Pb.


Respondent

CC No. 178  of 2006:

Present:
Sh. Subhash Chander Bajaj, complainant in person.


None for the respondent.

Order:


 Shri Subhash Chander Bajaj, vide his complaint dated  18.1.07 made to the State Information Commission submitted that his application dated 11.12.06 made to the PIO, Secretary Health and Family Welfare, Civil Secretariat, Punjab had not been attended to. In fact he had lot of problems in the payment of fee, because the first time his IPO was returned on 27.12.06 stating that the fee should be paid in cash or through Treasury Challan and he had to make the payment accordingly. The complaint was forwarded to the PIO on 23.1.07 for his response within 15 days for the consideration of the Commission. No reply was received in the Commission, where after notices were issued to both the parties for hearing on 13.6.07.
2.
Today, Shri Subhash Chander Bajaj, complainant is present . None has appeared for the PIO. The complainant stated that upon the reference of the Commission he has received a reply dated 15.2.07 vide registered post on each of the 28 points. No copy has been endorsed to the Commission. However, he stated that the reply in respect of point No. 5,18,19 and 26 is incomplete and misleading. He, therefore, request that complete and correct information should be got supplied to him. The complainant is directed to file details giving exact deficiencies and misleading statements. He should send this letter to the PIO within one week and a copy to the Commission for record. The PIO is directed to
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 rectify these deficiencies and give correct and complete information to Sh. Subhash Chander Bajaj at lease 4 days before the next date of hearing positively.

Adjourned to 11.07.2007.




SD;





SD:




(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 



(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

 State Information Commissioner
State information Commissioner

13.06.2007

Ptk-B

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Amar Nath





 ......Complainant






Vs.

PIO,D.P.I(Sec.) Punjab.





Respondent

AC No.  148  of 2006:

Present:
None for the complainant.

Sh. Balwinder Singh Kola, APIO and


Sh. Santokh Singh, Assistant for the PIO.
Order:


 Court time is over. Adjourned to 4th July, 2007.



SD:





SD:




(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 



(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

 State Information Commissioner
State information Commissioner

13.06.2007

Ptk-B

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Gurvinder KaUR





 ......Complainant






Vs.

PIO, Principal, GGS Govt. College, Jandiala(Asr.).

Respondent

CC No. 176   of 2006:

Present:
None for the Complainant.



None for the Respondent.

Order:


Office may make a computer search of the cases  disposed of recently as to whether the cases having disposed earlier are of  identical nature.  Those files may be traced and added and the application in form A should be taken if they are identical.
 This case is to be disposed of in today’s date.

(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 



(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

 State Information Commissioner
State information Commissioner

13.06.2007

Ptk-B

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Promila Dhawan





 ......Complainant






Vs.

PIO, Secretary, Deptt. Of Higher Education,Pb.


Respondent

CC No. 95  of 2007:

Present:
Smt. Promila Dhawan and Dr. Rajinder Kaur, both the complainants.


None for the Respondent.


Order:


 
Both the complainants appeared in the Court today and stated that  they had since received the full information and they have no grouse against the PIO. They  requested that their complaint should be dismissed and withdrawn.

Hence the case is dismissed and withdrawn accordingly.


(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 



(Mrs. Ravi Singh)

 State Information Commissioner
State information Commissioner

13.06.2007

Ptk-B

