STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harminder Singh Sandhu

Advocate,

329, New District Courts,

Jalandhar 








 …..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Chandigarh








  …..Respondent

CC- 3508/10

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Jr. Asstt. (80542-99799)



Vide request dated 30.08.20120, Complainant sought the following information from the Respondent:

“1.
How many medicines are provided to each district in the State of Punjab for free distribution to the poor?  Month-wise complete details. 

2.
How much money does the State of Punjab spend on free distribution of medicines amongst poor through the Civil Hospitals?  Complete details.

3.
Officer / Department responsible for the maintenance of stocks, distribution etc. of these medicines.
4.
Is the quality and quantity of medicines displayed in the hospitals every day?

5.
What instructions / guidelines have been issued to the hospitals regarding availability, distribution of these medicines?  Are these being followed?  Position of complying with these directions in the State including that of Jalandhar.


6.
Are the details of poor who are provided free medicines, prepared?”



When no response was received, the instant complaint was filed with the Commission on 16.11.2010 (received in the office on 19.11.2010)



Complainant is not present today.



Respondent submits that the original application for information was submitted to the PIO, Ministry of Health, Punjab which is not the relevant address.  Because of faulty address, this letter was never communicated to the office of Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh.   Sh. Rajinder Kumar also states that they have come to know the facts only on receipt of notice of hearing from the Commission.  He further stated that the application has been sent to the
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concerned branch who is to procure information from different Civil Surgeons in the State and compile it.  As soon as the relevant information is received, the same will be transmitted to the complainant without any delay.



Directions are given that complete information be provided to the complainant within a week’s time.



Complainant also to intimate the Commission if there are any shortcomings in the information when provided. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 02.02.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









            Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.12.2010




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jasdev Singh 

H. No. 255, Gali No. 3,

Ward No. 23,

Khukhrain Colony,

Khalsa School Road,

Ludhiana








 …..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana








…..Respondent

CC- 3498/10
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Tarlochan Singh, ADTO Ludhiana (97797-18070)



Vide application dated 18.06.2010, Complainant sought the following information: -
“As per DTO Ludhiana letter Endst. No. 3737-41 dated 15.04.2010, till date the arrears were prepared in your office.  But the same has not been paid.  Reasons for the same.  Now this payment be released within 20 days.”


The instant complaint was filed with the Commission vide letter dated 18.11.2010. 



Respondent present submits a letter dated 13.12.2010 addressed to the complainant by registered post, which reads: 

1. “That this case is fixed for hearing before the Hon’ble Commission on 23.12.2010.

2. That since the applicant/Complainant retired as Junior Assistant from the services of the Transport department on attaining the age of his superannuation while serving in the office of the District Transport Officer, Ferozepur and as per Rules, the payment of his retrial and other dues was required to be made by the office of District Transport Officer, Ferozepur, as such, he was duly informed by this office vide letter No. 7459/DTO/Ldh dated 21.07.2010 (Photocopy enclosed herewith) to contact the office of the District Transport Officer, Ferozepur in this behalf.

3. That the pay of the applicant/Complainant was fixed by this office vide order No. 3737- 41 dated 15.04.2010, a copy of which was also endorsed to the office of the District Transport Officer, Ferozepur in this behalf. 
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4. That since as per the Rules, the Xerox copy of which is enclosed herewith, the payments of the retrial and other dues if any is required to be made by the office of the District Transport Officer, Ferozepur from where the applicant/Complainant retired on attaining superannuation, as such, the due and drawn statements of the applicant/Complainant which were received by this office from the office of DTO Jalandhar, Amritsar and HO Chandigarh were also forwarded to the office of District Transport Officer, Ferozepur vide this office letter no. 10108/DTO/Ldh dated 26.10.2010. (Photocopy enclosed herewith).”


Complainant to inform the Commission if he has any objections to the information provided vide above referred letter of the DTO Ludhiana.   As has been clarified by the ADTO Ludhiana, the remaining information is to be obtained from DTO Ferozepur.



For further proceedings, to come up on 02.02.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









            Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.12.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Pradeep Kumar

s/o Sh. Tilak Raj,

169/563, New Golden Avenue,

B/S Mall Mandi,

Amritsar 








     …..Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Amritsar 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,


O/o Civil Surgeon,

Amritsar 







…..Respondents

AC- 1020/10
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.


For the respondent: Dr. Charanjit Singh (98154-76763)



Vide request dated 04.01.2010, the appellant sought the following information: -
“As per Civil Surgeon, Amritsar endst. No. 3/2009/565 dated 17.05.2009, name, designation and length of service of the officer, dealing clerk and superintendent who prepared the said decision.  What was the reason for considering details of 13 confidential reports?  Confidential reports from 1994-95 to 2007-08 e.g. 50% not good, etc. with details.  Clear reply be provided.  I am not satisfied with the reply submitted by PIO-cum-ACS Amritsar vide RTI/2010/188 dated 22.02.2010.”



The first appeal was filed on 24.06.2010 and the second appeal has been filed vide letter dated 23.09.2010 (received in the office on 18.11.2010)



Dr. Charanjit Singh submits that they responded to the application of the appellant, vide letter dated 22.02.2010.  He further stated that they had sent the requisite information to the appellant vide letter No. 1565 dated 18.11.2009 and No. 1794 dated 23.12.2009.   However, in the instant appeal filed on 24.06.2010, appellant has stated that he is not satisfied with the information provided.  Therefore, directions are given to Sh. Pardeep Kumar to specify the shortcomings in the information provided to him till date to the PIO with intimation to the Commission.  Respondent to provide necessary information and remove the objections when communicated by the appellant, within a week’s time. 


For further proceedings, to come up on 02.02.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 
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Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









            Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.12.2010




State Information Commissioner


After the hearing, the appellant Sh. Pardeep Kumar (99156-78806) came present.   He has been advised of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date of hearing. 








            Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.12.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Pradeep Kumar

s/o Sh. Tilak Raj,

169/563, New Golden Avenue,

B/S Mall Mandi,

Amritsar 








     …..Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Amritsar 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,


O/o Civil Surgeon,

Amritsar 







…..Respondents

AC- 1021/10
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



For the respondent: Dr. Charanjit Singh 98154-76763)



Vide request dated 03.02.2010, the appellant sought the following information: -

“1.
As per rules, what the duties of Medical Officers, Pharmacists, staff nurses and Class-IV employees of various civil hospitals / PHCs?

2.
Are these duties subject to change during routine / emergency services?  If yes, give such changes.

3.
What is the direct / indirect connection of Medical Officer and Pharmacist with the medico-legal cases?  Is a pharmacist accountable during medico-legal case?

4.
How many superintendents and clerks are posted in the office of Civil Surgeon, Amritsar?  What are their qualifications?  How long has each been posted as such?
5.
What are the mandatory duties of the superintendents and clerks (as per Govt. Rules)?

6.
Who is issuing receipts for seeking information under the RTI Act in the office of Civil Surgeon, Amritsar?  A proforma of the receipt and a proforma of the rubber stamp issued to the applicants may also be provided.”



The first appeal was filed on 29.06.2010 and the second appeal has been field before the Commission vide letter dated 23.09.2010 (received in the office on 18.11.2010)



Dr. Charanjit Singh submits that they responded to the application of the appellant, vide letter dated 23.02.2010.   He further states that all information except on point no. 4, 5 and 6 has already been provided.
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Directions are given to the respondent that the pending information, on points no. 4, 5 and 6 be provided to Sh. Pardeep Kumar within a week, under intimation to the Commission. 



Appellant to inform the Commission if he has any objections to the information provided so far and the information on points no. 4, 5 and 6 when provided.



For further proceedings, to come up on 02.02.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









        Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.12.2010




State Information Commissioner


After the hearing, the appellant Sh. Pardeep Kumar (99156-78806) came present.   He has been advised of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date of hearing. 








            Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.12.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(090416-40108)

Smt. Sunita Devi 

W/o Sh. Suresh Kumar,

Village- Daroslaam (Jamalpur)

P.O.- Sarna Station,

Tehsil- Pathankot,

District- Gurdaspur, Pb. 






 …..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Child Development Project Officer (CDPO)
Pathankot







             …..Respondent

CC- 3056/10

Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In the earlier hearing dated 25.11.2010, it was recorded:

“Ms. Uma Kumari, CDPO Pathankot states that they have already written to the complainant to pay the requisite fee and take the information.  She has been advised that since this communication was sent beyond the stipulated time limit of 30 days, therefore, the information is to be provided free of cost.  It is also noted that Ms. Uma Kumari is not conversant with the provisions of the Act and does not seem to understand that not only the directions of the Commission have to be followed but information has also to be provided within 30 days as per the original application of the complainant which in the instant case is 25.02.2010.

Directions are also given that within one week, complete information be provided to the complainant with a compliance report to the Commission.”



Today neither the complainant nor is the respondent present and no communication has been received from either of the two.  


One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete information to the complainant.  Ms. Sunita Devi to inform the Commission if she has any objections to the information when provided.


For further proceedings, to come up on 02.02.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber.  Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









            Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.12.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(81467-95701)

Sh. Bakhshish Singh

s/o Sh. Kirpal Singh,

village Bibipur,

P.O. Dangherian,

Tehsil & Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib





 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Fatehgarh Sahib





     

   …Respondent

CC- 3126/2010

Order

Present:
Complainant in person.


For the respondent: Dr. R.K. Sood (94639-61833)



Complainant submits a letter dated 20.12.2010 wherein it is stated: -



“Regarding X-Ray Report dated 04.11.2008

In reference to above, I had submitted a complaint to the D.C. Fatehgarh Sahib on 05.11.2008 regarding non-delivery of x-ray report and copies of Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab and Civil Surgeon, Fatehgarh Sahib.  Sh. A.S. Dhillon, Asstt. Director submitted the enquiry report and vide letter no. 09/3672 dated 26.10.2009, directed Dr. Bhatti to provide the report.  However, Dr. Bhatti did not present the x-ray report.  During enquiry, Dr. A.S. Dhillon vide OPD slip no. 49308 dated 04.11.2008 asked Dr. S.S. Banga to present the x-ray reports dated 04.11.2008.  I appeared personally before Dr. Banga.  He too declined to provide the report.    Hence I filed a complaint with the Hon’ble Commission.
That a false report was prepared to help the colleague of the doctor against whom a complaint was made and he was held guilty by Dr. K.S. Dhillon, Asstt. Director, Punjab Health Systems Corporation, Sector 34, Chandigarh. 

That facts of the present case speak itself about the non-supply of information sought for which they are liable to be punished as per provisions of the Act and they are also liable for preparing a false report. 

It is, therefore, prayed that a stringent action may kindly be taken against the respondents for the non-supply of the information sought by the complainant and for misleading the Hon’ble court by the concealment of the facts, in the interest of justice.” 









Contd……2/-

-:2:-



Regarding change of date on the x-ray from 04.11.2008 to 06.12.2010, Dr. Sood submits that in fact this report was to be provided by the PIO, O/o SMO, Civil Hospital, Fatehgarh Sahib and hence he be impleaded as a party.   When confronted with the query why the application was not transferred to the Civil Hospital, Fatehgarh Sahib within 5 days as provided under section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, he states he did not know about the provisions of the Act regarding above.



It is directed that the PIO, office of the SMO, Civil Hospital, Fatehgarh Sahib be impleaded as respondent who shall appear in person in the next hearing to clarify the matter.



For further proceedings, to come up on 07.02.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









           Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.12.2010




State Information Commissioner
C.C.
The Senior Medical Officer,


Civil Hospital,


Fatehgarh Sahib. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Dharminder Singh Dhaliwal,

Advocate,

District Courts,

Barnala







…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Chandigarh







…..Respondent

CC- 3237/2010

Order

Present:
None for the complainant
For the respondent: Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Senior Asstt. along with Sh. Supinder Singh, Jr. Asstt. (80542-99799)



Respondent present states that as of today, complete information has already been provided to the complainant.  Only part information available with the Civil Surgeon, Barnala was pending.   He further stated that he rang up the office of Civil Surgeon, Barnala this morning who informed him that they had already dispatched the information to the complainant.  


Sh. Dharminder Dhaliwal was not present in the last hearing and same is the position today.    No communication has been received from him pointing out any objections.  Therefore, it seems he is satisfied. 



Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









           Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.12.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98153-76938)

Sh. Nauhria Ram Sidhu

Sabha Sarpanch,

VPO Pandori Bibi,

Distt. Hoshiarpur – 146001





…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur







…..Respondent

CC- 3257/2010

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Nauhria Ram Sidhu in person.
For the respondent: Sh. V.K. Aggarwal, Acctts. Officer (94171-88803)
 

Respondent present submits a letter dated 22.12.2010 wherein it is stated: 

“It is respectfully submitted that vide requested dated 04.05.2006, Sh. Nauhria Ram Sidhu, former Sarpanch, village & Post Office Pandori Bibi, Tehsil & Distt. Hoshiarpur sought information under the RTI Act 2005.   Vide letters dated 06.12.2010, reports were sought from the District Development and Panchayat Officer and Block Development and Panchayat Officer Hoshiarpur.    The said reports were received vide letter no. 474 dated 09.12.2010 and No. 5127 dated 20.12.2010 respectively.
The applicant was called to the office of the undersigned on 20.12.2010 and he got his statement recorded.  Vide this office letter no. 3007 dated 21.12.2010, the relevant information has been sent to the complainant.  Vide Endst. No. 3008 dated 21.12.2010, BDPO, Hoshiarpur-2 has been directed to investigate the matter.”



Complainant submits as under: 

“I submit that I submitted a complaint dated 17.08.2009 against Ms. Gurmit Kaur, Sarpanch on behalf of residents of village Pandori Bibi for damaging the state property and misuse of NREGA funds.    When no response was received, I sought information under the RTI Act.  Vide letter no. 1346 dated 04.06.2010, office of A.D.C. (D) Hoshiarpur informed me to collect the information.   I was, instead, provided a copy of my own complaint which I refused to accept.  In the meantime, I struck off my signatures acknowledging the receipt put earlier the same
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day.   Even after two years, I am being made to run from pillar to post.   I request that my application may kindly be considered  on merits.


Complainant states though formal enquiries have been made and reports submitted, the real issue continues to be unattended.   He has been advised that the Commission cannot go beyond the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

 

I have gone through all the points and am of the view that complete information stands provided in the instant case.  

 

Sh. Nauhria Ram also laments that it is over two years he has been following up the matter and hence he be compensated suitably. 



Section 19 (8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 provides as under: -


“19(8) In its decision, the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be, has the power to—


 

(b) 
require the public authority to compensate the complainant for any loss or other detriment suffered;
 

In view of above provision of the RTI Act, 2005, the PIO Sh. D.R. Bhagat, Addl. Deputy Commissioner (Development), Hoshiarpur, to submit cause before the next date of hearing, why adequate compensation be not awarded to the complainant to be borne by him.



For further proceedings, to come up on 07.02.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









            Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.12.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94170-03175)

Sh. Pardeep Kumar Jain

s/o Sh. Ayudhya Parkash Jain,

818, Gaushala Road,

Ludhiana








 …..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana








  …..Respondent

CC- 3252/2010

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Pardeep Kumar Jain in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Tarlochan Singh, ADTO Ludhiana (97797-18070)



Complainant stated that information on point no. 2 and 3 is incomplete and hence, complete information be provided. 


Therefore, directions are given to the DTO Ludhiana that the pending information be provided to the complainant within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 02.02.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









            Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.12.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(092137-70996)

Sh. Bhagwan Singh Talwar,

R/o Talwar Cottage,

A-2/24, Krishan Nagar,

East Delhi – 110051





  
      …..Appellant

Vs
1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Govt. Medical College,

(Vidya Sagar Mental Hospital),

Circular Road, Amritsar – 143001. 

2. Public Information Officer,

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal,

Govt. Medical College

(Vidya Sagar Mental Hospital)

Circular Road, Amritsar – 143001 



…..Respondents

AC- 905/2010

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: Dr. Manjit Singh, MO, Mental Hospital, Amritsar (81461-60033)



A letter dated 16.12.2010 addressed to the appellant has been submitted by the respondent present, wherein it is stated: 

“Reference notice of hearing received vide your no. PSIC/Legal/RS/AC- 950/2010/12474 dated 04.11.2010, this is to bring to your kind notice that there are three separate institutions at Amritsar as described below:-

1. Nursing College, Amritsar 

2. Government Medical College, Amritsar

3. Dr. Vidya Sagar Government Mental Hospital, Amritsar

The college of Nursing is situated within the campus of Government Medical College, Amritsar. But Dr. Vidya Sagar Government Mental Hospital, Amritsar is a separate institution. It has no links/connections with the Government Medical College, Amritsar or with college of Nursing Amritsar.

The letter dated 02.04.2010 written by the petitioner (enclosed alongwith complaint) was addressed to Mrs. Raj Rani, Principal (Nursing College) Government Medical College, Amritsar Punjab vide
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which the petitioner had sought the information about his treatment. The postal order No. 77E 334413 dated 12.10.2010 (enclosed alongwith complaint) was also payable in the name of Government Medical College, Amritsar. Therefore Dr. Vidya Sagar Government Mental Hospital Amritsar had nothing to do with this application.

The receipt issued by the Parkash Air freight Pvt. Ltd., (enclosed alongwith complaint) also shows the name of the addressee/consignee as Raj Rani, Principal Government Medical College, Amritsar. The letter no. AIFFS/2010/295 dated 19.05.2010 is also addressed to the Appellate Authority and Principal Government Medical College (Vidya Sagar Mental Hospital), Circular Road, Amritsar-143001 (Punjab). The receipt issued by Blaze Flash Courier Pvt., Ltd. (enclosed alongwith complaint) also shows the name of addressee/consignee as Dr. S.S. Shergill, Amritsar, Punjab who is the Principal of Government Medical College, Amritsar.


However I have scrutinized the available record of Mental Hospital, Amritsar for the Month of November 1975 and as per record Sh. Bhagwan Singh Talwar was not admitted in Mental Hospital, Amritsar.


There is a separate department of Psychiatry in the hospital attached to the Government Medical College, Amritsar where treatment of mentally ill patients alongwith facility of electric shock is also available. The applicant might have been treated in that Department and that is why he has addressed all that above mentioned letters to the Principal Government Medical College, Amritsar.


It is prayed and submitted that there is no intention on the part of staff of Dr. Vidya Sagar Government Mental Hospital, Amritsar to refuse to provide information. The applicant seems to have been writing letters at wrong addresses. 


It is therefore requested that the complaint may kindly be dismissed.” 
 

Respondent present has submitted a letter dated 16.11.2010 wherein it is stated: 

“Reference complaint mentioned above, it is to bring to your kind notice that a reply to the notice issued vide your office letter no. PSIC/Legal/RS/AC-905/2010/12474 dated 04.11.2010 was sent vide this office letter no. PIO/2010/54 dated 16.11.2010 as per Speed Post. The record pertaining to admission of mentally ill patients of Mental Hospital, Amritsar for the whole year of 1975 has been scrutinized and no entry with respect to admission of Sh. Bhagwan Singh Talwar has been found in the Register. Dr. Manjit Singh, Public information Officer
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of this hospital is being deputed to attend the hearing on 23.12.2010 in the office of State Information Commission, Punjab, SCO no. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh. The photocopy of the reply submitted vide this office letter no. PIO/2010/54 dated 16.11.2010 is also being sent herewith. It is prayed that the complaint my kindly be dismissed and filed.” 



Appellant is advised to take up the matter with the appropriate authority for getting the information being sought.



Seeing the merits, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









            Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.12.2010




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Bhagwan Singh Talwar,

R/o Talwar Cottage,

A-2/24, Krishan Nagar,

East Delhi – 110051






      …..Appellant







Vs
1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Land Records, Punjab,

Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar.

2. Public Information Officer,

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Land Records, Punjab,

Kapurthala Road, Jalandhar. 




…..Respondents

AC- 904/2010

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.


For the respondent: Sh. Kesar Singh 



In the earlier hearing dated 25.11.2010, it was recorded: 

“One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete and relevant information to the appellant in a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.  PIO, office of Director, Land Records, Jalandhar is directed to appear in person in the next hearing and give it in writing if the information sought is not available with them.” 



Appellant is not present today nor has any communication been received from him.  However, the respondent present states that position of providing the information remains unchanged.   He further suggested that if Sh. Talwar visits their office with an Urdu knowing person, he would be allowed to examine the relevant records and upon request, copies of necessary documents shall be provided. 



It is pointed out that the notice of hearing from the Commission categorically states that only APIO / PIO shall appear in the court.  However, every time, a clerk is being deputed which is not in consonance with the notice.  Therefore, in the next hearing, either APIO Ms. Shashi Bala or the PIO shall appear in person.



In the meantime, Sh. Talwar should also communicate with the respondent office to get the information at an early date.
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For further proceedings, to come up on 02.02.2011 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









            Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 23.12.2010




State Information Commissioner
