STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Boota Singh

Village- Kanech, P.O-Sahnewal

Distt-Ludhiana





......Complainant






Vs.

PIO/.O/o Director Health Services, Pb.,

Chandigarh 






.....Respondent.

CC No-222-of 2008: 

Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. Narinder Mohan, APIO-cum-Supdt., Director Health 



Services

Order: 

Sh. Boota Singh vide his letter dated 24.01.2008 to the State Information Commission submitted that his application dated 06.10.2007 under Right to Information with due payment of fee made to the address of the PIO/Director Health Services Punjab had not been attended to and information had not been supplied to him within the stipulated period.  He stated that this amount to denial of information and prayed that the PIO may be summoned and penalty provided under the Act for delay/denial of information may be imposed upon him.  A copy of the complaint was sent to the concerned PIO, the date of hearing fixed and both parties were informed.

2.

Today the APIO has presented a letter dated 24.03.2008 address to the State Information Commission with copy endorsed to the complainant vide which, with a separate covering letter, documents have been supplied to him point wise.  The APIO stated that there was some confusion regarding whether the information requested for fell within the definition of third party information, since the requirement was for and an inquiry report conducted against another official of the Deptt. (the complainant is also an employee of the same office).  A set of the documents has also been presented for the record of the Commission.  No receipt/proof of registry has been produced.
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3.

The APIO is hereby directed to give the papers and to provide due receipt from the complainant or to provide it to him through registered post and to produce the proof of registry on the next date of hearing, since the information has been yet to be supplied.  It is only fair to give an adjournment so that the complainant can have an opportunity for appearing before the Commission, if he so wishes.  In case the proof of registry etc is produced and the complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing it will be taken that he is satisfied and the complaint will be disposed of accordingly.



Adjourned to 30.04.2008.

Sd/-


  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


25.03. 2008.

(Uma)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Balwinder Singh Bhatti

H.No. 367, Anand Nagar-A

Tirpari town, Patiala




......Complainant







Vs.

PIO/.O/o Director Health Services, Pb.,

Chandigarh






.....Respondent.

CC No-223-of 2008: 

Present:
Dr. Balwinder Singh complainant in person.



Sh. Narinder Mohan, APIO-cum-Suptdt., Director Health 



Services

Order: 

Dr. Balwinder Singh Bhatti, PCMS presently posed at Civil Hospital, Sonam vide his complaint dated 23.01.2008 stated that his application under Right to Information dated 05.11.2007 to the address of the PIO/Director, Deptt. of Health and Family Welfare Punjab, with due payment of fee had not been attended to and no reply had not been given to him.  Further he sent an appeal to the Director-cum- Appellate Authority, Deptt. of Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, but that was also not attended to.  Copy of the complaint sent to the PIO/Director Health Services (not department since the complainant appears to have mixed up two offices), and date of hearing was fixed for today and both parties informed.

2.

Today Sh. Narinder Mohan, APIO-cum-Supdt./Director Health Services has presented letter dated 24.03.2008 addressed to the State Information Commission with copy of Dr. Balwinder Singh Bhatti delivered to him through Court today.   This contains the reply to his application as provided by the PIO (with covering letter +18 pages).  Since this information has been provided today, Dr. Balwinder Bhatti is hereby given an opportunity to study the same and to state the deficiencies in the information provided, if any.
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3.

I have gone through the original application for information dated 05.11.2007 submitted by Sh. Bhatti, it contains in detail all the problems that he has ever had since the inception with the Directorate of Health at different stages of his service in the Department.  It contains complaints and various faults of omission and Commission of the powers that be, different stations of posting and different aspects of service in the last 14 years i.e in his entire career.  Among his grievances are not granting an extra chance to appear in the Post Graduate Entrance Test through PCMS quota along with all the alleged mental social physical and economic torture inflicted on him by one Dr. Gurbax Singh Tiwana.  All his related representations are contained in file memo No. 27/28/04-6H2, he states that this file, which is a Govt. level file has been sent to the Directorate for their comments after the stating of his grievances.  He also wants to know who will grant him permission for more chances to appear in the Post Graduate Entrance Test through PCMS quota and further, when.  The scope of all these questions does not lie under the Right to Information.  However, he can be permitted to inspect the said file including noting which should be brought during the next date of hearing for perusal by Dr. Bhatti.  He may also be permitted to take the attested copy of any document in the file he wishes.    Even if the file is not available with the Directorate/ Sh. Narinder Mohan should arrange to get it from the secretariat and brought to the hearing without fail. Dr. Bhatti states during the hearing today that he gives up his complaint on all the remaining items mentioned by him.

4.

At this point the APIO offered that Dr. Bhatti should visit the office on a day to be fixed in consultation with both parties so that he may examine the said file at leisure.  Therefore, 28th of May 2008 at 11.00 A.M onward was fixed in consultation with both for the inspection of the file which may continue to the next day, in case complainant so wishes.  The complainant shall submit a written application indicating the pages/documents of which he wants a copy and those shall be supplied to him from the file (noting and correspondence) after due 
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attestation. In case Dr. Bhatti has received the said documents and he is satisfied, he need not appear on next date of hearing.  However, the PIO should report compliance along with receipt of Dr. Balwinder Singh Bhatti and list of documents supplied for record of Commission.



Adjourned to 14th of June 2008.
Sd/-


  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


25.03. 2008.

(Uma)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Chamkaur Singh

Village & P.O- Khiva Kalan

Tehsil & Distt.- Mansa




......Complainant






Vs.

PIO/.O/o Director Health Services, Pb.,

Chandigarh 






.....Respondent.

CC No-228-of 2008: 

Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. Narinder Mohan, APIO-cum-Suptd., Director Health 



Services

Order: 

Sh. Chamkaur Singh vide his complaint 28.01.2008 stated that his application dated 31.10.2007 under Right to Information Act with due payment of fee made to the address of the PIO/Deptt. of Health and family welfare had not been attended to properly.  The information had been given to him late (he did not indicate with the information given to him) and was incomplete.  No specific deficiency was however pointed out by him to show what was incomplete in the information supplied.  He also returned the original information sent by registered post to him vide department letter dated 10.01.2008 containing ten pages of information.  However a copy of the complaint was sent to the PIO, the date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed vide notice dated 26.02.2008.

2.  

It is observed that full merit list of Multi Purpose Health Workers (male) numbering 656 has not been supplied to him.  The APIO states that he has brought the full details required by the complainant today with a covering letter dated 24.03.2008.  I have seen the said letter, it does not contain any index nor it is page-numbered nor the papers are attested, neither can it made out from the bundle of papers whether information has been given in full, or in part for 656 
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posts.  A covering and explanatory letter is therefore required and the annexures should be duly page-numbered, indexed and attested.

3.

The PIO is hereby directed to complete the deficiencies accordingly and to sent the information to the complainant through registered post or “dasti” under due receipt and to produce compliance report along with a set of papers supplied for the record of the Commission on the next date of hearing.

4.

This should be supplied to him at least 10 days before the next date of hearing.  In case the candidate has received the information and his receipt is produced and complainant does not appear, it will be presumed that he is satisfied and case will be disposed of accordingly.



Adjourned to 23.04.2008.
Sd/-


  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


25.03. 2008.

(Uma)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rajinder Bhatia (Advocate)

Chamber No. 158,

New Courts Complex,

Jalandhar City





......Complainant






Vs.

PIO/.O/o Directors Public Instructions (Colleges), Pb.

Chandigarh 






.....Respondent.

CC No-229-of 2008: 

Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh.  Jaswinder Kaur, Joint Director Administration-cum- 



APIO/DPI (C) Punjab.

Order: 

Sh. Rajinder Bhatia advocate vide his complaint dated 28.01.2008 made to the State Information Commission stated that his application dated 31.10.2007 with due payment of fee on the same date made to the address of the PIO-cum-DC, District Administration, Jalandhar had not been attended to. The information sought pertains to Govt. College in Jalandhar Distt.  He stated that information was supplied in part on 01.01.2008 and further in part on 11.01.2008.  Since the full information was not supplied till the date of complaint and had been delayed beyond the stipulated period, he prayed that punitive action under section 20 be taken against the PIO.  A copy of the complaint was sent to the PIO along with annexures, the date of hearing fixed for today and both parties were informed vide registered notice dated 26.02.2008 regarding the same to both parties.

2.

Today none is present on behalf of the complainant.  The APIO-cum-Joint Director Colleges has presented letter dated 24.03.2008 address to the State Information Commission, being covering letter, along with copies of all record supplied.  The information, as available from time to time was supplied to 
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the complainant and since it was to be collected from different sources, the final information was supplied on 20.02.2008.

3.

I have gone through the reply of the PIO, which is detailed and contains in a way, a suo motu explanation of the delay as per the Act.  The application was received from the Deputy Commissioner (who was not the PIO concerned only) on 23.11.2007 and there after information was to be collected from different colleges of Jalandhar and from the Govt. for which a lot of interoffice communication were made.  I am satisfied that due diligence is exercised by the said PIO and therefore do not considered it to be fit case for penalty.

4.

The final information has been supplied to the complainant on 20.02.2008. Due and adequate notice of the hearing of his complaint to be held today in the Commission had been given to him.  In case he had any grievances, he could have appeared today.  It is presumed that he has received the full information and the case is disposed of accordingly.
Sd/-


  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


25.03. 2008.

(Uma)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Davinder Kaur

# 234, Moti Bagh Colony

Pakhowal Road, Distt. Ludhiana


......Complainant






Vs.

PIO/.O/o Punjab State Women Commission

SCO-67-59, Sector-17 C

Chandigarh






.....Respondent.

CC No-230-of 2008: 

Present:
Smt. Davinder Kaur, complainant in person.



Sh. Prem Sarup, APIO-cum-Supdt. Punjab State Women 



Commission.



Sh. Harinder Kaur, Sr. Asstt., Punjab State Women 



Commission.

Order: 

Smt. Davinder Kaur vide her complaint dated 28.01.2008 made to the State Information Commission stated that her application dated 20.11.2007 with the due payment of fee asking for a copy of an application given by “ Smt. Gagandeep Kaur of Village- Akbarpur Chhanna, Distt- Sangrur against the Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Sh. Amarjit Singh, Smt. Tej Kaur & Smt. Davinder Kaur of Ludhiana in September 2007.” She stated that no copy had been supplied till date.  A copy of the complaint was sent to the PIO.  The date of hearing was fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post vide notice on 26.02.2008.

2.

Today the APIO has stated that a reply has been sent to Smt. Davinder Kaur on 14.01.2008 asking her to come to the Commission on any working day and to take the record. This was followed by another letter dated 22.01.2008 in which it was stated that she should deposit Rs. 10/- and take the required document thereafter another registered letter dated 29.02.2008 was sent once again asking her to come on any date (except holiday) to collect the 
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said record.  Smt. Davinder Kaur states that she has not received any such letters.  The APIO states that the first two letters were sent by ordinary dak and the third letter through registered post but has not produced any proof of registry.  However, she states that Smt. Davinder Kaur never came and did not deposit the required 10/- rupees and therefore, the information could not be provided to her.  The provisions of section 7 (6) were brought to the notice of the PIO according to which  “ the person making the request for the information shall be provided the information free of charge where a Pubic Authority fails to comply with the time limit of 30 days.  It is seen that the letters written by the PIO dated 14.01.2008 and 22.01.2008 are well beyond the 30 day period.  The APIO states the delay has occurred because there was no PIO, the previous supdt. had retired and the PIO Sh. Sarvesh Kaushal, IAS, Member Secretary of the Punjab State Women Commission has been deputed on Election duty to Nagaland.   Be that as it may, the information should be provided today free of cost to the applicant immediately.  

3.

Meanwhile she has informed that since there is at present no Chairperson, no further is being taken presently on the application on Smt. Gagandeep Kaur. Her complaint, and the point of view of the opposite party will be considered only when a new Chairperson joins and the matter is considered.  APIO is hereby directed to provide the required documents duly attested with a covering letter to the applicant through the Court today and to give a copy there after for the record of the Commission.  With this the matter is disposed of.

Sd/-


  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


25.03. 2008.

(Uma)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Upasna

# 5324/3, Modern Complex

Mani Kajra, Chandigarh 




......Complainant






Vs.

PIO/.O/o Director Health Services, Pb.,

Chandigarh 






.....Respondent.

CC No-231-of 2008: 

Present:
Smt. Upasna, complainant in person.



Sh. Daljeet Singh, APIO-cum-Deputy Controller Finance & 


Accounts with Sh. Sanjay Sharma Dealing Clerk.

Order: 

Smt. Upasna vide her complaint dated 28.01.2008 made to the State Information Commission stated that her application for Right to Information dated 13.10.2006 with due payment of fee had not been attended to properly and the information asked for by her had not been provided to her. Only a letter dated 14.11.2006 enclosing letter dated 09.11.2006 was received by her, which did not meet the requirement in any manner.  A copy of the complaint was sent to the PIO, the date was fixed for today and both parties were informed on 26.02.2008. 

2.

Today the APIO has stated that information had already been provided to her on 14.11.2006 and copies of further information provided to her on 07.03.2008 and 18.03.2008 was also given today during the hearing.  Smt. Upasna states that apart from letters dated9.11.2006 and 14.11.2006 no other information has been received by her.  The APIO stated that her signature was available on peon book but had not yet brought photo copy of the entries today.  Further the complainant clarified that the information said to have been given to her is probably the information which had been received by her with respect to a separate application put under Right to Information made in January 2008.  The PIO is hereby directed to given her the information at seriatim duly indexed, page 
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numbered and attested with a covering letter.  It is also necessary that when reference is given to any other communication in any documents copy of that should also be provided.  Smt. Upasna may study the papers given to her through court today unattested for her facility.  In case she finds any deficiencies, strictly with reference to the original application in the information supplied to her, she may state so in writing to the PIO, with copy to the Commission.  The PIO shall make up the deficiencies, if any, once again in accordance with the original application under due receipt from the applicant. He should render the receipt and a set of documents supplied for the record of the Commission also on the next date of hearing.  In case Smt. Upasna has received the information to her satisfaction she need not appear and it will be presumed that she has nothing further to say and the case will be disposed of.  

3.

The PIO should have rendered suo motu explanation for the great delay, since the delay is more than 15-16 months beyond the stipulated period.  He is hereby directed to show cause why, a penalty of two hundred and fifty rupees each day till the information is furnished, be not imposed upon him, u/s 20(1) of the RTI Act.  However, the total amount of such penalty shall not exceed twenty-five thousand rupees as provided in Section 20(1).


Adjourned for compliance for supply of information and for consideration of the reply of the show cause notice.



Adjourned to 30.04.2008.
Sd/-


  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


25.03. 2008.

(Uma)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ghizala Yasmeen

R/o Ahmed Manzil

Katkuiya, Rampur





......Complainant






Vs.

PIO/.O/oRegistrar Births & Deaths, Punjab,

Chandigarh 






.....Respondent.

CC No-232-of 2008: 

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Sh. Jatinder Kumar, Supdt. Statistics dealing with the 



Registrar, Births and Deaths.

Order: 

Smt. Ghizala Yasmeen W/o Sh. Suhel Ahmed Khan resident of Ahmed Manzil KatKuiya, Janpad, Rampur vide her complaint dated January 25, 2008 typed out in Hindi script, that her application under Right to Information dated 26.06.2007 with due payment of fee, made to the address of the Chief Registrar, Births and Deaths, Punjab, Chandigarh has not been attended to and no reply has been received by her.  In the application she had attached the photo stat copy of a death certificate of Smt. Harjinder Kaur of Villge Bhoewali, Tehsil Ajnala, Amritsar vide registration No. 24847 registered on 05.04.2001 and certificate issued on 25.04.2001, had requested for information about the authenticity of the death certificate.  A copy of the complaint was sent to the PIO. The date of hearing was fixed for today and both parties were informed on 26.02.2008 through registered notice.

2. 

 Today none is present on behalf of the complainant.  However, on behalf of the PIO/Director Health Services, Pb, Sh. Jatinder Kumar, Supdt. Statistics dealing with the Registrar, Births and Deaths is present.  He has stated that vide letter dated 29.03.2008, the Commission had already been informed that the required information had been provided to the complainant on 27.08.2007, that said certificate has been found after inquiry to be bogus.  This 
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letter has not been found in our record.  A copy thereof after along with annexures should be placed on file today.

3. 

It is observed that the said communication to the complainant does not meet the requirement.  In the first place the information has been provided in the Punjabi script, although the information has been sought through an application in Hindi.  Since it is sought by a person from a different state, it appears necessary that it may be sent in Hindi script or in English.   In addition, I am also of the view that since an inquiry has been carried out in the matter, the full inquiry report along with the letter from the Chief Registrar Births and Deaths in that capacity, with stamp, should be sent to the lady concerned stating that the earlier certificate has been found to be bogus and no such certificate was issued.  A copy of the same be produced for the record of the Commission with the proof of registry on the next date of hearing.



Adjourned to 30.04.2008.



Sd/-
  






  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






    
 State Information Commissioner 


25.03. 2008.4

(Uma)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ashok Kumar Arora,

# 17/10 St. Radha Swami,Ferozepur City.

Complainant






Vs.
PIO, O/O Director Public Instruction(S), Punjab,

SCO 95-97, Sector 17, Chandigarh.



..Respondent
CC No -236- of 2008:

Present:
Sh. Ashok Kumar Arora, complainant in person.



Sh. Ram Sarup, Jr. Asstt. O/O DPI for the PIO.

Order:

Sh. Ashok Kumar Arora, vide his complaint dated 25.1.08 stated that his application under the RTI Act made to the PIO, O/O DPI(S), Punjab had not been attended to within the stipulated period. Hence he made this complaint to the State Information Commission. A copy of the said complaint was sent  to the PIO and the date for hearing fixed for today and both parties informed.

2.
Today, the complainant stated that he has got the full information required by him and he is entirely satisfied. As such, the case is hereby disposed of.

Sd/-







(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


 State Information Commissioner

25.03.2008
(Ptk.)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ankush Gupta,

# 34-A, Hira Nagar, Near Park, Patiala.



Complainant






Vs.
PIO, O/O S.S.S.Board, Punjab,Chandigarh.


..Respondent
CC No-250- of 2008:
Present:
Sh. Ankush Gupta, complainant in person.



Sh. Jaswant Singh, PIO-cum-Supdt., SSS Board, Punjab.



Sh. Mohan Lal Grover, St. Asstt. O/O SSS Board.

Order:

Shri Ankush Gupta, vide his complaint dated 20.1.08 made to the Punjab State Information Commission submitted that his application under the RTI Act with due payment of fee had not been properly attended to by the PIO, O/O SSS Board, Punjab. From the annexure it is seen that the original application for information under RTI is dated 15.10.07 which appears to be the successive application seeking further information over and above what he had got in some previous applications under the RTI.  This application dated 15.10.07 raises further questions which arise from the answer given in reply to the previous applications, the details of which have not been mentioned. His application contains 8 points in which detailed information has first been analyzed and presented and thereafter information asked on each point. A copy of the complaint was sent to the PIO. The date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed.

2. Today the applicant stated that he has not received the pointed information to his questions. On the other hand, the PIO has stated that full reply at seriatim has been provided to the applicant vide letter dated 29.11.07 sent to him by registered post. The applicant confirmed having the same but states that the reply is insufficient due to the reasons mentioned in the complaint.  
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3. I have, therefore gone through his complaint para-wise along with reply given by the department on each para. It is observed that the reply to each and every query has been given in as much detail as could possibly be given and nothing appears to have been concealed. It is another matter that the applicant does not find the information to be suitable to his needs.  In the view of the undersigned the full information has been provided.

4. It has been explained to the complainant that the redressal of his grievance does not lie within the jurisdiction of the State Information Commission under the Right to Information Act. It is observed that he has been able to get sufficient information from the PIO based upon which he may approach the Competent Authority in the Executive or the Court as may be advised.  With these observations, the matter is hereby disposed of.

Sd/- 







(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


 State Information Commissioner

25.03.2008
(Ptk.)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bhupinder Bansal,

# 33331/8, Partap Nagar, Bathinda.


Complainant






Vs.
PIO, O/O Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda.


..Respondent
CC No -252-  of 2008:

Present:
Sh. Bhupinder Singh, complainant in person.



Sh. Jatinder Singh, APIO-cum-DRO Bathinda.

Order:

Sh. Bhupinder Singh, vide his complaint dated 22.1.08 made to the State Information Commission stated that his application under the RTI Act with due payment of fee dated 3.12.07 made to the address of PIO, Deputy Commissioner Bathinda had not been attended to and no information had been provided. A copy of the complaint was sent to the PIO and date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed.

2.
Today the complainant stated that his application contains two points. First point is regarding deletion of his vote from the electoral rolls. In this connection, the PIO has presented a letter dated  25.3.08 addressed to the State Information Commission, copy of which has been provided to the complainant today in which he has brought out the entire position.  The application had been forwarded within 3 days of its receipt to the Tehsildar Elections to give reply directly to the applicant under intimation to the PIO, who has further sent it to the Electoral Registration Officer i.e. SDM concerned who is dealing with the matter and the said SDM has not given any reply to the complainant.  This is not satisfactory since the PIO has not transferred the application u/s 6(3) of the RTI Act to the concerned PIO. It remains  on his plate and he is not absolved of his responsibility by passing the letter on to any other person who has further passed it on to some one else. It remains the responsibility of the PIO, O/O D.C.Bathinda to supply the final information after getting it from whatever other source is available, since he has kept the complaint with him. The APIO-cum-DRO is 
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hereby directed to get the information from the concerned quarter and to supply it to the complainant under due receipt and to file the receipt/proof of registry with copy of the information supplied for the record of the Commission on the next date of hearing.

2.
Regarding point No. 2, the applicant had requested for information regarding the Memorandum addressed to the President of India which had been submitted personally by a Five-Member Committee of Yuva Brigade General Samaj Party, Bathinda to the Deputy Commissioner for onward transmission to the President of India. The APIO stated that there is no such paper available in the office of Deputy Commissioner or in the Distt Food & Supplies Officer who deals with the subject. The complainant has been asked to supply the copy of the Memorandum and date on which it was submitted etc. or any other clue to help the office to locate it further. The APIO is directed to make a thorough search in the dispatch register of different branches of the D.C.office to which it can legitimately be sent or be sent by mistake.


Adjourned to 30.4.2008.

Sd/-







(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


 State Information Commissioner

25.03.2008
(Ptk.)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Lecturer Biology, D.I.E.T.,Gurdaspur.



Complainant






Vs.
PIO, O/O Principal, D.I.E.T.,Gurdaspur.


..Respondent
CC No-253- of 2008:
Present:
None for the complainant.



None for the PIO.

Order:

Smt. Balwinder Kaur vide her complaint dated 31.1.08 made to the State Information Commission stated that her application dated 29.9.07 made to the address of the PIO, D.I.E.T, Gurdaspur had not been attended to properly and incomplete reply was given, as a proof of which she attached a copy of the reply received by her. A copy of the complaint was sent to the PIO and date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed.

2.
 From the complaint of Smt. Balwinder Kaur dated 31.1.08,  it is not clear as to what is the deficiency in the reply dated 1.1.08 sent through registered post to her by the PIO. Her letter dated 8.12.07 does not contain exact details of the deficiencies. The complainant is therefore directed to send a detailed letter containing exact deficiencies in the information supplied, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. In case the complainant sends such details to the PIO,  the PIO is directed to supply the information strictly in accordance with  her original application and to produce the receipt from the applicant  proof of registry and to supply a copy of the same along with and set of documents supplied to the Commission for its record on the next date of hearing. 

3.

The absence of the PIO or his representative and lack of communication from him, although the notice for the hearing had been sent to 
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him vide registered post on 26.2.08 with adequate time, is objectionable.  It is observed that it is entirely optional for the complainant to appear during the hearing, but it is mandatory for the PIO/his representative not below the rank of APIO to appear and give status of the application. This may be noted for the future.


Adjourned to 30.4.2008.







Sd/-







(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj) 


 State Information Commissioner

25.03.2008
(Ptk.)

