STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94178-70777)

Col. R.S. Sohi (Retd.)

Advocate,

Lal Bagh,

P.O. Thirkey,

Ludhiana – 142021






…..Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Jagraon







…..Respondent

CC- 496/10
Order

Present:
Complainant Col. R.S. Sohi in person 



For the respondent: Sh. Mohan Lal, Tehsildar, Jagraon



(95010-39688)



A letter dated 21.06.2010 from the Complainant Col. Sohi has been presented which reads as under: -

“Refer to all my replies so far.  I state the following facts.  Main question of law involved now is payment of RTI fees at the rate of Rs. 2/- as against Rs. 20/- charged by Revenue Department of Punjab and delay of information.  I have inspected the files in the presence of Tehsildar Jagraon in his office on 17.06.2010.  I got the required information @ Rs. 20/- per copy and got the receipt on the documents itself.  The copies are annexed at Annexure A 1 to 5. 

Keeping in view the complete cooperation and positive attitude shown by Tehsildar Jagraon Sh. Mohan Lal during the inspection, I hereby request that delay may be condoned this time.”



Complainant contests the charging of Rs. 20/- per copy by the Revenue Department.   He further claims that it is unreasonable, unlawful and is against the RTI Act 2005.  Order has already been passed by the Bench of Hon’ble CIC Sh. R.I. Singh and SIC Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover in case AC No. 98, 252 and 448 of 2009.  Therefore, I do not deem it fit to comment on the subject.



Information stands provided to the complainant to his satisfaction.  Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 










Contd…..2/-

-:2:-



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.06.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurjit Singh

s/o Sh. Tarsem Singh

Village Sohagheri,

P.P. Tarkheri Kalan,

Tehsil & Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib




…..Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Fatehgarh Sahib.






…..Respondent

CC- 461/10
Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Nitesh Singhi, Advocate (98882000080)

For the respondent: Sh. Prem Singh, ADTO Fatehgarh Sahib (98722-03914)



In the order dated 14.06.2010, directions were given to the respondent to trace the old registration of the car in the name of Gurjit Singh in the year 2001 and in case this car is again transferred / registered in the year 2010 after April.



Information has been sent to the complainant by registered post on 18.06.2010.  Complainant states that he has not received this information.  Therefore, the same is handed over to him in the court and he is satisfied. 



Complainant wishes imposition of penalty on the respondent for the delay in providing the information.  A letter has been written by the respondent to the complainant on 30.10.2009 which reads as under: -

“You have asked about the change of ownership of Car No. PB-10L-8281 but you have not given the date of transfer.  If you want the said information, the exact date, month and year be intimated so that the needful can be done.”


The original application was dated 22.10.2009, the respondent wrote to the complainant on 30.10.2009 for clarification of month and year of transfer of the car.  Moreover, there was confusion and delay in supply of the information because of shortage of staff and infrastructure.  Seeing the merits of the case, I feel it is not fit case for imposition of penalty.  This letter is being sent to the Principal Secretary Transport, Punjab, Chandigarh to look into the matter and increase the efficiency of the department of transport so that information can be provided in a streamlined and positive way.   Complainant is satisfied.
Contd……2/-

-:2:-



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.06.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(78376-80939)

Sh. Mehar Singh

s/o Sh. Maghar Singh

C/o Lady Dr. Rana,

Village Kamalke (Bodiwala)

P.O. Dharamkot,

Tehsil & Distt. Moga






…..Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways,

Moga








…..Respondent

CC- 556/10
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Mehar Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Sukhvir Singh, General Manager, Punjab Roadways, Moga (97810-25615)

 

Information has been sent by registered post on 17.06.2010. Even though Sh. Mehar Singh has not received the same till now, it is provided to him in the presence of the court and he is satisfied.



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.06.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98167-08297)

Sh. Subhash Singh

s/o Sh. Dharam Singh

Plot No. 171-172,

Aman Nagar,

P.O. Netaji Nagar,

G.T. Road West

Ludhiana







…..Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana







…..Respondent

CC- 4005/09

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Subhash Singh in person.

For the respondent: Ms. Balraj Kaur Grewal, DRO-APIO (98556-63334); and Sh. Mohan Singh, Office Supdt. (78370-11900)



In the earlier hearing dated 10.06.2010, name of Sh. Inderjit Singh was given by the office Superintendent Sh. Mohan Singh as PIO.   Therefore, the show cause notice was issued to the PIO Sh. Inderjit Singh.  However, Ms. Balraj Kaur Grewal, APIO present states that this information is wrong as there is no officer with the name of Inderjit Singh.  She further states that Sh. Kuldip Singh, Additional Deputy Commissioner is the PIO.  Therefore, the show cause notice issued earlier be treated to have been issued to Sh. Kuldip Singh, PIO.



APIO present is not aware as to which department has to provide the information sought by the complainant.   I had telephonic conversation with the Director, ESI Hospital Sh. Parkash Singh and it seems that there is no ESI record in the designated hospital which is available in the ESI Branch in Ludhiana.  


Therefore, directions are given to the respondent to procure this information from the said office within one week and provide the same to the complainant.



Reply to the show cause notice by PIO Sh. Kuldip Singh should also be provided before the next date of hearing.









Contd……2/-

-:2:-



To come up on 06.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.06.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh

Village Bholapur Jhabewal,

P.O. Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana






…..Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Ferozepur







…..Respondent

CC- 1237/10
Order

Present:
None for the parties.



Copy of a letter dated 26.04.2010 has been received form the PIO from the office of Civil Surgeon, Ferozepur addressed to the complainant, which reads as under: - 
“1.
In response to query at serial no. 2 in your letter, it is to inform that as per the directions of the Punjab Govt., children in the Primary schools are checked up medically twice a year and the students in secondary schools are medically examined once a year besides check up in case of need.  Regarding change of weather and the healthcare, the concerned medical officer, RMO and officers from the health department keep on educating the children from time to time.”


Another letter dated 17.06.2010 has been received from the complainant wherein he has stated that even despite notice from the Commission, PIO from office of Civil Surgeon  has not provided any information relating to pints no. 3 and 4.  Information sought by the complainant in his application dated 12.05.2009 is as follows: -
“1.
Number of samples taken from the school canteens from 2008 till date.  What tests were undertaken for the potable water (school-wise particulars)?”
2.
How many times the school children are checked up medically and given healthcare guidelines to guard against change of weather etc.?

3.
Illegal medical stores are running in hospitals and nursing homes which are in violation of the rules.  From 2008 till date, how many such medical stores and hospitals or nursing homes were proceeded against?  Details.

4.
Why the orders of Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court in CWP No. 2928/2008 were not complied with?









Contd..2/-

-:2:-

The above information be supplied in detail.”



In the last hearing dated 10.06.2010, none was present on behalf of the PIO and similar is the case today.    According to the letter from the complainant, incomplete information has been provided to him.  It appears that the PIO in the office of Civil Surgeon, Ferozepur has no intention of following the directions of the Commission since he has not been present in any of the hearings in the Commission.   Therefore, PIO Sh. Rakesh Kumar Sikri, District Health Officer is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 



Information should also be provided to the complainant within one week. 



To come up on 06.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.06.2010



State Information Commissioner



After the hearing was over, Sh. Rakesh Kumar Sikri, District Health Officer-cum-PIO came present and submitted that information on the discrepancies pointed out by the complainant has been sent to him on 18.06.2010.  Therefore, the complainant should inform the Commission within one week if he is satisfied with the information.    Sh. Sikri has also been informed of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date of hearing in the matter.  


Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.06.2010



State Information Commissioner

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri K.K. Bhatia

General Secretary,

Struggle Committee for Justice & Anti Corruption Drive,

Amroh,

Hoshiarpur







…..Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Medical Officer,

Civil Dispensary,

Gardiwala,

Dist. Hoshiarpur






…..Respondent





                CC- 1800/09  
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Dr. Sarup Singh, PIO along with Sh. Ramji Dass Rajput, Advocate (98721-13571)


A show cause notice was issued to PIO Dr. Sarup Singh on 04.03.2010.  Reply has been given in the court on 22.06.2010 in which non-appearance of the respondent before the Hon’ble Commission in the second hearing and some other hearings has been attributed to the fact that respondent did not receive the notice well before the date of hearing and on certain occasions, respondent remained occupied in attending to the patients who needed immediate medical care.  



As regards providing the information, it has been recorded in my order dated 23.09.2009 that Dr. Sarup Singh had not received the original application dated 02.03.2009  and had only provided the information on receiving the summons of the Commission on 24.08.2009 along with a copy of the letter seeking information. 


I am satisfied with the reply and do not find it a fit case for imposition of penalty. 



I have gone through the information provided to the complainant regarding treatment of a patient Santosh Kumari and am satisfied that complete information stands provided.  As regards the objections pointed out by the complainant Sh. K.K. Bhatia, he is advised to take up the matter either with the higher competent authority or with the Civil Court since he is disputing the correctness of version of Dr. Sarup Singh in the treatment of Santosh Kumari.



Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 










Contd……2/-

-:2:-

 

Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.06.2010



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98729-92592)

Shri Paramjit Singh Mann

s/o Sh. Ram Singh Mann,

H. No. 92, Parkash Colony,

Barewal

P.O. B.R.S. Nagar,

J-Block, Ferozepur Road,

Ludhiana.







…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.







…..Respondent

CC- 1359/10
Order
Present:
Complainant in person.
For the respondent: Ms. Balraj Kaur Grewal, DRO-APIO (98556-63334)



In the earlier hearing dated 07.06.2010, it was recorded that incomplete information had been provided on point no. 3 vide letter dated 10.05.2010. The order further stated that no information has been provided on other two points in the original application of the complainant dated 21.01.2010.


Today complete information has been provided to the complainant in the presence of the court and he is satisfied.    Reply to the show cause notice has been received and I am satisfied that there was no mala fide on the part of the respondent for delay in providing the information. 



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Copies be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.06.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(98150-14834)

Shri R.S. Chauhan,

92, Baba Deep Singh Nagar,

Opp. G.N.E. College,

Gill Road,

Ludhiana.







…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.







…..Respondent

CC- 1360/10
Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. R.S. Chauhan in person.
For the respondent: Ms. Balraj Kaur Grewal, DRO-APIO (98556-63334)



Copy of a letter dated 27.04.2010 from the respondent addressed to the Distt. Police Commissioner-cum-PIO Ludhiana has been submitted which states: -

“With reference to above, application of the applicant was sent to the Officer In charge, Complaints Cell, Ludhiana for information who in turn sent the same in original for information and necessary action to the office of Senior Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana vide their endst. No. 4373/CCA-3 dated 12.11.2009.  This has been communicated to this office vide their No. 465/CCA-3 dated 26.02.2010.  Therefore, the applicant be directed to obtain the information from the said office.   Letter of the applicant in original along with a photocopy of the enclosure is sent to you with a request to provide the information to the applicant direct, without any delay under intimation to this office.”


APIO Ms. Balraj Kaur Grewal submits that reminders have been sent on 27.04.2010 and then on 16.06.2010.


Since the application seeking information was not transferred to the office of Senior Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana within 5 days as required under section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, therefore, directions are given that this information be procured from that office by the PIO office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana and provided to the complainant.










Contd……2/-

-:2:-



Reply to the show cause notice should also be submitted by the next date of hearing. 



To come up on 01.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance. 



Copies be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.06.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94655-18436)

Shri Gurbhawan Singh

s/o Sh. Baz Singh,

Village Attari,  P.O. Badhai,

Tehsil & Distt. Muktsar.





…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Muktsar.







…..Respondent

CC- 1375/10
Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurbhawan Singh in person.
For respondent: Sh. Diparava Lakka, IAS, Additional Deputy Commissioner-cum-PIO (98158-93639)



During the course of hearing, I have gone through all the points in the information required by the complainant in his original application dated 05.02.2010.   I am of the view that all queries have been answered.  As regards point no. 4 and 5, they do not pertain to information under the RTI Act 2005.  Complainant states that opinion should be given regarding attitude / behaviour of the Sarpanch.  He has been advised to take up the matter with the higher competent authority.  



Respondent present also states that the complainant can apply fore the licence again and assures the court that he will assist him in getting the same.   With this, the complainant is satisfied. 



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.06.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94173-23786)

Shri Prem Singh

(Ex Naib Subedar) 

B-13/13, Station Road,

Mandi Multanpur,

Tehsil & Distt. Ludhiana. 





…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.







…..Respondent

CC- 1374/10
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Prem Singh in person.
For respondent:  Ms. Balraj Kaur Grewal, DRO-APIO (98556-63334) & Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Mullanpur (98760-55033)


An affidavit dated 21.06.2010 from Ms. Balraj Kaur Grewal, District Revenue Officer, Ludhiana has been submitted stating: -

“1.
That it is submitted that the information asked by the petitioner mentioned in para no. 1 and 2 of your show cause notice has already been given vide this office letter no. 876/Suvidha dated 11.02.2010.  The same is annexed as Annexure R-1.

2.
That the information regarding para no. 3 has also been given vide letter no. 1667/1153/PIO/RTI dated 10.05.2010.  The same is annexed as Annexure R-2.

3.
That while receiving the information, the petitioner raised no discrepancy orally or in writing. 

4.
That the facts and contents of the above mentioned para no. 1-3, the show cause notice for imposing penalty of Rs. 25,000/- is not maintainable. 

It is therefore, requested that the show cause notice may kindly be withdrawn.”



Complainant states that his original letter was dated 02.09.2009 but in the file submitted to the Commission, the original application is dated 10.02.2010 and he has filed the complaint with the Commission on 06.03.2010 which was received in the Commission on 22.03.2010.









Contd……2/-

-:2:-



I have gone through the affidavit submitted by the respondent regarding delay in providing the information till 04.06.2010.  I find that it is not a case fit for imposition of penalty.  

 

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.06.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(94171-25902)

Shri V.M. Mohindra

s/o Sh. Brij Lal

Mohindra Street,

Purani Dana Mandi Road,

Near Bhajan Dairy,

Doraha – 141421

(Ludhiana)







…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.







…..Respondent

CC- 1327/10
Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. V.M. Mohindra in person.
For the respondent: Ms. Balraj Kaur Grewal, DRO-APIO (98556-63334)


Copy of a letter dated 21.06.2010 has been presented from the APIO which reads as under: -
“That the above mentioned case is fixed for hearing today i.e. 22.06.2010.  That the applicant has asked some information of village Rajgarh, Tehsil Payal, Distt. Ludhiana to the year 1979.  The information asked by the petitioner is above 30 years old.  Some old record needs to be searched from the record room.  It will take atleast 20-25 days or more. 

You are, therefore, requested to give atleast one month more time to this office to provide the information to the applicant and the reply of the show cause notice will also be given accordingly.”



Complainant is present and he has no objection if an adjournment is granted to the respondent.  Hence request of the respondent is accepted.  



To come up on 26.07.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for further proceedings.  Copies be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.06.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(97797-59244)

Shri Lachhman Singh,

H. No. 82-B, Ratan Nagar Extension,

Tripri Town,

Patiala.







…..Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Fatehgarh Sahib.






…..Respondent

CC- 1351/10
Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Lachhman Singh in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Harphool Singh, Tehsildar, Fatehgarh Sahib (98140-69969) along with Naib Tehsildar-cum-APIO.



In the order dated 07.06.2010, it was recorded that information had been provided to the complainant to his satisfaction on 24.05.2010.



Show cause notice was issued to the PIO-cum-Tehsildar Sh. Harphool Singh and he was asked to be personally present in today’s hearing.



Sh. Harphool Singh is present today and has presented copy of a letter dated  18.06.2010 from his office to the Sub Divisional Magistrate, Fatehgarh Sahib which states: -

“It is submitted that Hon’ble State Information Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh, vide letter no. PSIC/LEGAL/RS/CC-1351/10/5097 dated 08.04.2010 has directed the Public Information Officer, Tehsildar, Fatehgarh Sahib to provide copy to the applicant and attend the Commission on June 7, 2010 at 12.00 Noon.  In compliance of the said letter received on 20.04.2010, the information was sent to the complainant vide this office letter no. 975/Reader-2 dated 29.04.2010.  Thereafter, this letter was taken by the Naib Tehsildar, Fatehgarh Sahib in his file and did not communicate about the date fixed.  As a result of the same, the Hon’ble Commission has asked to attend the court on 22.06.2010.    Commission has taken a serious view of the matter for not attending the court.  It was incumbent upon Sh. Kewal Ram, Reader-2 to intimate about the said letter, which was not done.

Besides, Sh. Kewal Singh, Reader-2 does not take interest in the court cases.  The undersigned himself is looking after the    








..Contd. on P-2/-





-:2:-

Court cases.  The undersigned has to issue notices for appearance / Munadi and spot inspection and to enter the zimni orders in the files.  In addition, the conduct of the above official is not up to the mark and it carries a wrong signal on the other officials. 
Keeping in view the above, disciplinary action be initiated against Sh. Kewal Singh, Reader-2 Naib Tehsildar, Fatehgarh Sahib and should be assigned some other desk.” 


An enquiry has been marked against Sh. Kewal Singh, the reader.  Directions are given that the Commission should be intimated after the enquiry is over.



I am satisfied with the reply provided to the show cause notice and there is no malafide on the part of the respondent for delay in providing the information. 



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.06.2010



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurpartap Singh Ahluwalia

s/o Sh. Mohinder Partap Singh,

Tehsil Office Khanauri,

Distt. Sangrur






…..Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala







…..Respondent





                CC- 2104/08  
Order
Present: 
None for the Complainant 

For the respondent: Sh. A.P.S. Virk, A.D.C. Patiala 



In the last hearing on 07.06.2010 when this case was last heard, the Respondent was directed to supply an authentic list of PIOs posted in the Respondent office. Today Sh. A.P.S. Virk, appearing as PIO of DC Office, Patiala reported that following were the PIOs:

	

Period
	

	From
	To
	Name of the PIO

	16.07.2008
	22.08.2008
	Sh. D.S. Grewal

	23.08.2008
	20.02.2009
	Sh. A.P.S. Virk, ADC

	20.02.2009
	31.12.2009
	Sh. D.S. Sandhu, ADC

	31.12.2009 
	08.03.2010
	Dr. Jaswant Singh, ADC



In this case the information was sought vide application dated 16.07.2008 which was supplied within a period of one month, therefore, Sh. D.S. Grewal Patiala cannot be held responsible for causing  any delay. A notice for requisition of penalty was issued vide order dated 02.03.2009.  On failure to give a response and for not attending the Commission on 15.12.2008, 02.03.2009 and 08.06.2009, a penalty of Rs. 25000/- was imposed vide order dated 19.11.2009. On all the dates of hearing except 08.06.2009, the complainant also did not come present to pursue his case although he has put in an appearance on one date i.e. 08.06.2009 when the orders were reserved.   He did not point out any deficiency in the information supplied to him.   PIOs of DC Office, Patiala office at the relevant time have failed to supply the complete information and also to be present before the Commission on any day when it was fixed for hearing, which resulted in imposition of penalty. In view of the report submitted by Sh. A.P.S. Virk, the amount of penalty should be paid in the Government Treasury within a period of 15 days by the following officers who remained as PIO O/o D.C. Patiala.

	Name 
	From 
	To 
	Amount of Penalty 

	Sh. A.P.S. Virk, ADC 
	22.08.2008
	20.02.2009
	Rs. 10,000/-

	Sh. D.S. Sandh,   ADC 
	20.02.2009
	31.12.2009
	Rs. 15,000/-




A copy of these orders may be sent to Commissioner Patiala Division, Patiala and DC, Patiala to ensure implementation of order. They should get the amount of penalty deposited by the above officers into the Government Treasury and a copy of challan be sent to the Commission within 15 days. The case to come up on 30.08.2010 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.



Copies be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.06.2010


State Information Commissioner

C.C.
1.
The Divisional Commissioner,



Patiala Division, Patiala.


2.
The Deputy Commissioner,



Patiala.
