STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dr. Pradeep Dutta,

S/o Dr. P.K.Dutta,

R/o A-2, Kailash Colony,

New Delhi - 110048
        …………………………….Appellant 
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala 
2.  Public Information Officer
O/o  SSP, Patiala 

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 621 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Pardeep Dutta, the Appellant

(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
It is observed that, neither the PIO,O/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala nor his representative is present on today’s hearing, which shows that PIO is not serious while dealing with the RTI applications.  
3.
PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner is directed to produce the following record on the next date of hearing.
(i) Dispatch register vide which letter No. 193/RTI dated 05.08.08 was dispatched to SSP office.


(ii) File noting’s relating to  memo No. 1435/RTI dated 26.10.08.

4.
PIO of the SSP office is directed to bring the following record on the next date of hearing:-



(i) File noting’s  vide which SSP, Patiala  after the conclusion of enquiry had send the report to office of Deputy Commissioner, Patiala vide memo No. 21878/AC-3 dated 17.10.08.
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(ii) File noting’s of  memo No. 22498/C-3 dated 27.10.2008 vide which report was sent to Dr. Pardeep Dutta as per direction of D.C. Patiala.
5.
Complainant has pointed out that letter No. 22498/C dated 27.10.08 send to him was received on 18.11.08.  PIO, O/o SSP, Patiala should produce dispatch register to confirm the dispatch of letter on 27.10.08.

6.
In today’s hearing, in para (iv) of his submission, Appellant has referred to rules 16.24, 16.23, 24.14, 24.15 and 16.38 of the Punjab Police Rules.  He wants to know as to why enquiry against ASI, Hari Singh has not been taken under these sections.

7.
In para (v) of his submission, Appellant sought comments from DIG, Patiala range regarding  his appeal dated 17.09.08 to L.G. of Delhi against the alleged misdeeds of ASI, Hari Singh and the false FIR filed against which was sent to DG of police (Pb.) by office of L.G. Delhi.

8.
Information sought by the Appellant in para (iv) and (v) of his submission made today is not under the purview of this Commission and also this was not part of the original application for information. No action is to be taken by the Commission on the request made in para (iv) and (v) of his submission by the Appellant.

9.
It is observed that PIO, office of SSP and PIO, office of Deputy Commissioner, Patiala   is not taking the RTI application seriously. Last opportunity is given to the PIOs or their representative to be present alongwith the record as directed above on the next date of hearing. In case of non appearance by the PIOs or their representatives on the next date of hearing action will be taken as per section 20(1) of the RTI Act.
10.
Adjourned to 18.12.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   

(Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 6th November, 2009



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Didar Singh Sandhu,

R/o Ashiana, Police Line Road,

Gurdaspur.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. DPI (S), Pb,

SCO-95-97, Sector-17/D,

Chandigarh.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2608 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Didar Singh Sandhu, the Complainant

(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant states that Respondent has informed him that due to unavoidable reason, information could not be supplied to him. He has sought some more time to provide the sought for information. 
3.
Adjourned to 03.12.09 (2.00 PM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 06th  November, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Daljit Singh Grewal,

District Commander (Retd),

R/o 201/100, Block-J,

BRS Nagar, Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (S), Pb,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 643 of 2009

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

(ii) Sh. Jaspal Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that sought for information has been delivered to the Appellant. Appellant is absent. One more opportunity is given to him to inform whether he has received the same nor not. 
3.
Adjourned to 04.12.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 06th  November, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. K.L.Malhotra, Chief Editor,

Punjab Da SHisha, Newspaper, Punjabi,

Anandpuri, Noorwala Road,

Gurdware wali Gali, Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o  Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  959 of 2009
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Jagjeet Singh, Incharge on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.            Respondent states that payment of the compensation amounting Rs. 2000/- (Two Thousand Only) has been paid by cheque No.01019329 dated 05.11.09 sent by registered post. No further action is required.

3.               Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 06th November, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rajesh Kumar,  Press Secy.,

National Consumer Protection,

Awareness Forum, Office # 259, Sector-4,

Near, APJ Public School, Mandi Kharar,

Mohali.

     ………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar,

Kharar.
……………………………..Respondent





CC No. 3087 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Rajesh Kumar, the Complainant

(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard
2.        During the hearing dated 25.08.2009, Complainant was awarded a compensation of Rs. 4000/-, Inspite of two hearings in the Commission, Tehsildar, Kharar has failed to make payment of compensation to the Complainant. Tehsildar, Kharar is again directed to pay Rs. 4000/- (Four Thousand Only) as compensation to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. He should note that in case the payment of compensation is not paid before the next date of hearing, the Commission will consider enhancement of compensation to the Complainant for attending hearings after the award of compensation. Deputy Commissioner, Mohali is directed to ensure that compensation of Rs. 4000/- (Four Thousand) is paid by Tehsildar , Kharar to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 
3.         Adjourned to 04.12.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 06th November, 2009


State Information Commissioner
CC:
Deputy Commissioner, Mohali for compliance. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Lashker Singh,

# 172, Guru Arjun Dev Colony,

Bhoglan Road, Rajpura,

Distt- Patiala.

    ……………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Fatehgarh Sahib.

……………………..Respondent

AC No. 348 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Lashker Singh, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Harcharan Singh, Kanungo on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.          Sh. Harcharan Singh, Kanungo states that this information is to be provided by PIO O/o Deputy Commission, Fatehgarh Sahib who has been informed vide letter No. 340 dated 05.11.2009 regarding the hearing on 06.11.2009. PIO O/o Deputy Commission, Fatehgarh Sahib is absent. He has not informed about his absence for today’s hearing. One more opportunity is given to the PIO O/o Deputy Commissioner, Fatehgarh Sahib to provide the sought for information  to the Appellant before the next date of hearing failing which action under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated. 
3.       Adjourned to 04.12.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 06th  November, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.. Lalit Parshad,

EF. 437 Mohalla Krishan Nagar,

Post Office Mandi Fanton Gunj,

Jalandhar City

      …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2945 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Lalit Parshad, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Ashok Kumar, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
As directed during the hearing dated 09.10.2009, Respondent has filed an affidavit. Original affidavit is handed over to the Complainant today in the Commission and photocopy of the same is taken on record. Complainant is not satisfied with the affidavit of the Respondent. He states that his purpose will not be served by this affidavit.  He further states that sought for information is very vital for him. Since, the sought for information relates to the year 1964, and Respondent has filed an affidavit in this regard. The case is closed. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 06th  November, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Narinderjit Singh,

Driver No. B-1157,

PRTC, Patiala Depot.

    ……………………….Complainant

Vs.
1. 
Public Information Officer 

O/o General Manager,

PRTC, Sangrur.

2.  
Public Information Officer 

     
O/o General Manager,

      
PRTC, Patiala

……………………..Respondent

CC No. 1359  of 2009

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


(ii) Sh. Vinod Jindal, PIO, the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has received information and is satisfied. As directed during the last hearing, Respondent has filed an affidavit in response to the show cause notice issued to him. Keeping in view the facts mentioned in the affidavit, the show cause notice is, hereby, dropped. No further action is required.

3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 06th November, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Baldev Raj,

S/o Sh. Nand Lal,

# 1686, New Abadi Verka,

Distt- Amritsar.
 …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (Elementary),

Amritsar
………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 415 of 2009
Order
 

The judgment in this case was reserved on 09.10.2009. 

2.
Vide order dated 16.09.09, Respondent-PIO was asked to show cause  as to why action be not against him for not providing the information in time and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Appellant for the detriment suffered by him on account of the delay in supplying the information.  Pursuant to this, S. Nirmaljit Singh, Suptd.-cum-PIO of the O/o District Education Officer (EE) has filed an affidavit dated 07.10.09.  

3.
 In the affidavit filed by the PIO, it is stated that in the facts and circumstances of the case, it cannot be said that there was delay in supplying the information. The relevant paragraphs of the affidavit are extracted herein-below:-


“2.
That Sh. Baldev Raj applied for getting some information under RTI Act 2005 on 12.12.08. Since the information to be supplied was a very bulk information, so he was directed to deposit Rs. 500/- as cost of photocopies vide this office letter no. E-4/09/370 dated 08.01.09. This amount was deposited by him through bank draft on 20.01.09. An information consisting of 311 pages was sent to him vide this office letter No. E-4/09/1286 dated 04.02.2009. The information was supplied complete in all respect and it was also given to him within the stipulated period of 30 day from the receipt of bank draft. There was no delay in providing this information. 
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3.
That after receiving the information stated in para  2 above the appellant again demanded some more information on 17.2.2009. Though this information was not related to the individual and was not mentioned in the first application, even then  he was directed to collect this information on any working day from the office of the respondent vide letter No. E-4/2009-7421 dated 30.7.2009 which he collected on 27.8.2009 before the Commission.” 

4.
On going through the contents of the affidavit filed by the PIO and scrutiny of the materials on record, I am of the view that no case for imposition of penalty upon the Respondent or for the award of compensation to the Appellant is made out. The PIO has been quite diligent in performing his official duties and the information demanded was quite voluminous. I, therefore, decline to impose any penalty upon the Respondent or award any compensation to the Appellant.   

5.
In view of the foregoing, the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 6th November, 2009 
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,

Distt- Bathinda.




















       
    ……………………….………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Bathinda.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2513 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Rajiv Goyal on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Sukhjinder Singh, BCC Facilitates on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.        Respondent has provided the information to the Complainant in response to the deficiencies, pointed by him, Complainant states that information has still not been provided as per deficiencies pointed by him. Respondent is directed to ensure that correct information as per record be provided to the Complainant within two weeks. 

3.          Adjourned to 03.12.09 (2.00 PM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 06th November, 2009


State Information Commissioner
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,

Distt- Bathinda.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Pb,

Chandigarh.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2512 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Rajiv Goyal on behalf of the Complainant

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

Heard

2.
Complainant states that she sought information vide her application dated 09.06.2009 from PIO O/o Director, Health & Family Welfare, Pb, Chandigarh regarding her GPF number. She was provided information vide letter No.03.07.2009 for item No.1 & 3 and 5 to 11. For Item No.4 incomplete information had been provided. On not receiving the correct information, she filed complaint with the Commission. Inspite of two hearings in the Commission, she has not been provided correct information for item No.4. Complainant further states that she should be compensated for the mental harassment suffered by her and penalty should be imposed on the PIO for not providing the information within time as prescribed under the Act 2005. 
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3.
Respondent states that Complainant has been informed vide letter dated 26.10.2009 that sanction for final payment of GPF amounting to Rs.1,53292/- has been granted vide letter No. GPF 2(3)-09/6903 dated 21.10.2009. Respondent further states that information for item No.4 is to be supplied by another branch in the office. The dealing person who is to submit reply to item No.4 of the application should be present along with the record relating to item No.4 of the application on the next date of hearing. He should also provide complete information before the next date of hearing.
4.
The grievances of the Complainant is that she could not get her GPF for six months after retirement. To get her GPF, she has to visit O/o Director, Health & Family Welfare, Pb many times. She had alleged that dealing clerk had knowingly with held her GPF on the plea that the name of Smt. Darshana Devi does not telly with the name as entered in their record. In order to know the true facts, she had filed RTI application. Even after four months of filing the application correct information as sought in her application for item No.4 has not been provided.

5.
In view of the foregoing, Respondent is directed to show as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.

(iii)
Why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by her in getting the information. 
6.
PIO is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. 

7.             Adjourned to 03.12.09 (2.00 PM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 06th  November, 2009


State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.  Sham Sunder Jindal,

H.No. 15/16, Street No.3,

Ferozpur Cantt.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
1.
Public Information Officer (Sh. B.S. Sudan, IAS)
O/o. Commissioner,

Ferozepur Division,

Ferozepur


        &

2.
Public Information Officer (Sh. B.S. Sudan, IAS)
O/o. Commissioner,

Faridkot Division,

Faridkot 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1403 of 2009
Present:
(i) Sh. Sham Sunder Jindal, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Hukum Chand Bansa, P.A-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has made complaint against Mr. Hukum Chand Bansal, so he should not be allowed to appear for today’s hearing. Sh. Hukum Chand Bansal states that he does not want to be party in this case. He is appearing as P.A-cum-APIO in this case. He further states that he wants to submit a written reply of the PIO and has brought original record in response to the show cause notice. The plea of the Respondent is accepted. 

3.
In response to the show cause notice, PIO has filed written reply submitting that Sh. Teja Singh, Clerk attended the hearing on 16.07.2009. Thereafter, no order of the Commission was received in his office for hearing dated 19.10.2009. He has also submitted copies of the receipt register maintained in this regard in his office w.e.f 16.07.2009 to 29.10.2009 which shows that order dated 17.09.2009 passed by the 
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Commission was received on 19.10.2009 and order dated 08.10.2009 was received on 26.10.2009. The officials dealing with the RTI Act 2005 cases have been warned to remain careful in future about pending cases before the Commission. The information sought by Complainant vide his application dated 11.04.2009 were about comments which were submitted to the Financial Commissioner (Revenue) Pb, Chandigarh in the complaint made against Sh. Hukum Chand Bansal. The reply was also submitted to the Complainant on 22.05.2009 that sought for information can not be supplied under Section 8 pending enquiry. He has also submitted that office of the Financial Commissioner vide memo No.22/11/09-RE 115(7996) dated 09.10.2009 has informed that copy of the comments sent by Financial Commissioner (Revenue) Pb, Chandigarh has been sent to Complainant Sh. Sham Sundar Jindal by registered post.
4.
Deputy Registrar of the Commission was also directed to check up the relevant record and report position regarding dispatch of orders. No report has been received from the Deputy Registrar in this regard. 

5.
Complainant states that vide letter dated 22.05.2009, Respondent has given misleading information. Action should be taken against the Respondent for giving false information.
6.
Respondent is directed to submit the report/record on the basis of which memo No.RTI-2009/5449 dated 22.05.2009 was written to the Complainant.

7
Adjourned to 04.12.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceeding. Copies of the order be sent to the parties by registered post.
                                              

Sd/-
   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 06th  November, 2009


State Information Commissioner
