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 
……………………………..Respondent

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





(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent


ORDER

2.
Appellant has filed his submission, which is taken on record. Copy of the same be sent to the PIO, O/o SSP , Patiala and Deputy Commissioner, Patiala to submit the reply before the next date of hearing. Appellant has requested for the copy of the affidavit submitted by the PIO, O/o SSP, Patiala on the last date of hearing. The same is handed over to the Appellant today in the Commission. PIO/APIO of the SSP & DC, Patiala are directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith the complete record.
3.
Adjourned to 16.09.09 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th  August, 09

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rajesh Dhiman, 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) Sh. Malkeet Singh, Tehsildar, Anandpur Sahib on behalf of the Respondent



ORDER

2.
In this case Complainant filed the application for information with SDM, Kharar vide his letter dated 08.02.08. SDM, Kharar  forwarded the application of the Complainant to the Tehsildar on 20.02.08. Tehsildar, Kharar  informed  the Complainant vide his letter dated 27.03.08 that Deputy Commissioner, SAS Nagar  has been requested vide his letter dated 28.02.08 to fix the parking rates and informed the Complainant  that as soon as the parking  rates are  fixed by the DC, SAS Nagar , the sought for information will be furnished to him.

3.
Complainant vide his letter dated 17.04.08 also sought similar information from DC, SAS Nagar. DC forwarded the application  under Section 6(3)  to the SDM, Kharar to provide the information  and also informed the Complainant in this regard on 25.04.08. SDM, Kharar forwarded this application also to the Tehsildar  vide letter dated 29.05.08 under intimation to the Complainant. Deputy Commissioner, SAS Nagar vide his letter dated 07.07.08 also informed the Complainant that his office do not fix the parking  rates.
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4.
SDM, Kharar  again directed to the Tehsildar vide his letter dated 29.09.08 to provide the information to the Complainant. Tehsildar, Kharar  provided the information about parking  rates vide his letter dated 01.10.08 except the conditions which are to be announced  at the time of auction. Tehsildar again informed the Complainant  vide letter dated 03.12.08 in this regard.

5.
Tehsildar , Kharar was issued show cause notice for not providing the information within prescribed time. In response  to the show cause notice Sh. Rajesh Dhiman, Tehsildar Kharar submitted that he has joined as Tehsildar Kharar on 04.11.08 and he is not responsible for the delay in providing the information. He further stated that Sh. Malkit Singh  presently Tehsildar  Anandpur Sahib  was Tehsildar Kharar  when the information was sought by the Complainant.
6.
Show cause notice was also issued to the Sh. Malkit Singh and was directed to be personally present for today’s hearing. In today’s hearing Sh. Malkit Singh  states that he immediately  received the application of the Complainant and requested the DC, SAS Nagar to fix parking rates  and Complainant was also  informed in this regard.  He further stated that since he remained busy in official duties , he marked the application to Sh. Paramjit Singh , Clerk to deal with the case.
7.
It is observed that though there is delay in providing the information but the delay is not deliberate.  There is no proper system in the O/o Tehsildar Kharar to deal with the RTI applications. It however, transpires that the delay in the supply of information occurred on account of the failure on the part of the Respondent public authority to put the appropriate mechanism for serving the RTI request in place. The systemic deficiencies obtaining in the O/o Tehsildar , Kharar in the matter of processing and serving the RTI requests are, to my mind, primarily responsible for the delay in the supply of information.  

8.
I am, therefore, of the view that ends of the justice would be met if instead of penalizing the Respondent, PIO, under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005, suitable 
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compensation is awarded to the Complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him on account of the delayed supply of information.

9.
A sum of Rs.4000/- (Rs. Four thousand only) by way of compensation is, therefore, awarded to the Complainant. This amount shall be payable by the O/o Tehsildar Kharar (Public Authority) within 15 days. The penalty proceedings under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 against the Respondent, PIO are hereby dropped. 

10.
Adjourned to 16.09.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th  August, 09

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.  Sushila Devi,
Mother of Late Dr. Rakesh Lata,

Foremerly- AMO, Ayurveda,

Deptt. Pb. Kothi No. – 314,

Phase 1, Sector : 55, Mohali
…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
1) Public Information Officer 

O/o. Director Ayurveda, Pb.,
SCO: 823-24, Sector 22A, 
Chandigarh
2) First Appellate Authority
………………………………..Respondent
-Cum- Director Ayurveda, Pb.,

SCO: 823-24, Sector 22A, 

Chandigarh




CC No.  1725 of 2009

Present:                 (i) Sh. Sushila Devi, the Complainant



                              (ii) Sh. Vivek, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent


ORDER

2.
Complainant states that he has filed an application for information with the PIO O/o Director Ayurveda Pb, SCO: 823-24, Sector- 22/A, Chandigarh vide his application dated 19.05.2008 on not receiving any information, he filed first appeal with the Appellate Authority-cum-Director Ayurveda Pb, SCO: 823-24, Sector- 22/A, Chandigarh, vide his application dated 19.05.2008, Complainant states that the first appellate authority has not provided any information. He further states that the first appellate authority should be directed to provide the sought for information within the time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005. Respondent has provided some of the documents to the Complainant, today in the Commission. Complainant states that information has been provided by the PIO. He further states that the first Appellate Authority should be directed to provide him the sought for information with whom, he has filed first appeal.
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3.          The First Appellate Authority-cum- Director, Ayurveda Pb, CHD, it appears from the Appellant’s submission had already violated provision of Section 19 (6) under which the first appeal was required to be decided with in forty five days from its receipt.


4.         The Commission, therefore, decides to send the appeal in original to the First  Appellate Authority i.e Director, Ayurveda, Pb, CHD to hear the appeal and decide within one month from the receipt of this order and inform the Commission in this regard. In case the information is not received by the Appellant, he is free to approach the Commission after one month. With these directions, the appeal is disposed of.    Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
    (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th  August, 09

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jasmohinder Singh Sadhrao,

H.No. 117, 1st Floor,

Sector- 18/A, Chandigarh.
 …………………………….Complainant 
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o  Financial Commissioner Revenue (Pb.),

Room No. 8, Floor 3rd, Civil Sectt. 

Chandigarh.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1724 of 2009

Present:         (i) Sh. Jishnu Lal Sood, on behalf of the Complainant 


         (ii) Sh. Gurmeet Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER

2.
Respondent states that he has provided the sought for information as available in the record to the Complainant. Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided. He further states that Govt. of Punjab Secretariat Instructions paras 85 to 90 relating to writing ‘notes’ and passing orders by the officers and ministers on files and paras 91 to 95 relating to converting orders passed on ‘notes’ on files into drafts, provide that only the orders passed on the ‘noting’ in a file by the competent authority (Ministers/Officers) are to be converted into drafts for further conveying it to the concerned quarters. The said information officer has supplied the ‘orders’/information which is not corroborated on the relevant notes on the relevant file, recorded by the Minister/Officers/Chief Minister. Hence, he is guilty of supplying the false, incorrect and misleading information to the applicant.

3.
Respondent states that  Complainant has already inspected the record. He further states that copies of all file noting/document as pointed out by the Complainant has been given to him and information as per record has been provided. 
4.
Complainant admits that he has inspected the files and has been provided with the copies of the all file notings/documents pointed out by him. No further action is required. 

5.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th  August, 09

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Satnam Singh Dhaliwal,

President,

Universal Human Rights Organization,

Bajrra Colony, Rohan Road, Ludhiana.

         …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Patiala Division,

Patiala.

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 384  2009

Present:               (i) Sh. Tirath Ram, on behalf of the Appellant




(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent


ORDER
2.
Respondent has informed the Commission on telephone that she is unable to attend the today’s hearing due to the accident of her daughter-in-law. Appellant has informed the Commission that incomplete information has been provided to him. He has submitted that in information provided, there is no date in the letter showing when the  salary was paid to the Naib Tehsildar Jaspal Kaur. Respondent is directed to provide complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 

3.
Adjourned to 17.09.09 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th  August, 09

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. R.S.Grewal,

(Wg.Cdr) Retd,

H.No. 313, Sector-71,

Mohali-160071.

         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Incharge,

Grecian Hospital,

Sector-69, Mohali.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1666 of 2009

Present:             (i) Sh. R.S.Grewal, the Complainant




(ii) Sh. Anand Chhibbar, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

2.
Sh. Anand Chhibbar, advocate appears on behalf of the Respondent and states that Grecian Hospital is not a public authority. It is a private hospital. He has filed his submission in this regard. Copy of the same is handed over to the Complainant today, in the Commission. Complainant states that he has no record/information to prove that Grecian hospital is a public authority. He further states that he do not want to pursue the case anymore. 

3.
Keeping in view of the above facts, no action is required. The case is disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th  August, 09

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) Sh. K.L.Malthotra, the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Mandeep Singh, System Administrator on behalf of the Respondent


ORDER

2.
Complainant states that wrong and misleading information has been provided to him. He further states that he has been provided information that no Govt. employee is working at the Suvida Centre whereas many employees from different departments are working there.

3.
Respondent is directed to file an affidavit in this regard on the next date of hearing that Govt. employees are not working in Suvida Centre. Respondent is also directed to bring the original dispatch register of ARI and RTI department on the next date of hearing. In response to the show cause notice, Respondent has filed an affidavit, which is taken on record and copy of the same is handed over to the Complainant today, in the Commission.

4
Adjourned to 16.09.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th  August, 09

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Shangara Singh,

S/o Sh. Harnam Singh,

R/o Mohalla Guru Nanak Nagar,

H.No. 262, Tehsil & Distt-Hoshiarpur.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Tehsildar,

Hoshiarpur.


………………………………..Respondent
CC No. 1688 of 2009

Present:
Nemo for the parties
ORDER

During the hearing dated 22.07.09, PIO, O/o DC, Hoshiarpur was directed to intimate the number and date as per his office record vide which application of the Complainant received during the “Sangat Darshan” was sent to the Tehsildar Hoshiarpur.  PIO has submitted that as per their record application of Complainant was not sent to the Tehsildar because in the cases where Court case is  going on, no action is taken on such applications. No further action is required.

2.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th  August, 09

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sant Singh, Sweeper,

P.H.C, Manupur,

Distt- Ludhiana.
 …………………………….Complainant 
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o  Senior Medical Officer,

P.H.C, Manupur, Distt-Ludhiana.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1741 of 2009

Present:              (i) Sh. Sant Singh, the Complainant
                      
(ii) Sh. Surinder Singh, Senior Clerk on behalf of the Respondent




ORDER

2.
Sh. Surinder Singh, Senior Clerk appears on behalf of the PIO and states that PIO has informed the Complainant vide his letter No. 720-21 dated 16.04.2009, under intimation to the Commission that sought for information as available in the record has been provided to the Complainant. Complainant is not satisfied with the information provided. He wants that copy of the rules vide  which he has been asked to perform the duty for 18 hours. Respondent has submitted the copy of the Govt. letter vide which instructions have been issued to ensure that medical facilities should be available at the PHC, Hospital for 24 hours. Copy of the instructions is given to the Complainant today in the Commission. No further action is required.

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


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th  August, 09

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Niranjan Singh,

S/o Sh. Amar Singh,

S/o Raju Ram,

R/o Vill. Rathian, PO Chappar,

Distt. Patiala 
         …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
1)  Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala
2)  SDM, Patiala,
3) Tehsildar, Patiala.
……………………………..Respondent

CC No:  2982 of 2008
Present:                  (i) Sh. Niranjan Singh, the Complainant




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

2.
As directed during the hearing dated 09.07.2009, PIO O/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala, SDM, Patiala and Tehsildar, Patiala has not attended today’s hearing. However, SDM, Patiala has requested that as he is busy in the interview being held in Language Department for Punjabi Steno, he has authorized Sh. Pritpal Singh Kanungo to appear on his behalf. PIO O/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala and Tehsildar, Patiala has neither attended today’s hearing nor they have informed the Commission about their absence. 
3.
Complainant states that he has requested Collector, Patiala to supply him the copy of the order dated 27.01.1960, which is alleged to have been passed by the Collector, Agrarian, Patiala regarding the land of Sh. Amar Singh S/o Sh. Raja Ram R/o Village Rathian , Tehsil & Distt- Patiala. He further states that the department is neither admitting that the order dated 27.01.1960 has been passed nor has denied that no order has been passed. He needs specific information regarding the supply of alleged order dated 27.01.1960 passed by the Collector, Agrarian, Patiala.
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4.
In this case, Complainant filed application for supply of information to the PIO,O/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala. Deputy Commissioner, Patiala further forwarded his application to Tehsildar, Patiala vide his memo No. 1248/RTI dated 21.08.2008. During the proceedings, Tehsildar, Patiala submitted that this information relating to the surplus land is to be provided by the SDM, Patiala.

5.
A show cause notice was issued to Tehsildar, Patiala and SDM, Patiala and was directed to provide the information. Tehsildar, Patiala and SDM, Patiala has neither provided the information nor submitted any reply in response to the show cause notice issued to them.
6.
SDM, Patiala and Tehsildar, Patiala is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith the sought for information and also they should file an affidavit in response to the show cause notice already issued to them. SDM, Patiala and Tehsildar, Patiala may take note in case they does not file their written submission and does not avail themselves of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that they have noting to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against them ex-parte.
7.
Adjourned to 16.09.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th  August, 09

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Pritam Chand Sondi, Senior Citizen,

Kothi No. 2484, Phase- xi,

Mohali.

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

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development

Authority, PUDA Bhawan, Sec-62,

Mohali.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No:  2030 of 2008
Present:                     (i) Sh. Pritam Chand Sondi, the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Balwinder Singh, Advocate and Sh. Gurbaksh Singh,                  APIO on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER
2.
In response of the order dated 09.07.2009, Respondent states that initially Sh. Mukhtiar Singh, Senior Assistant was asked to supply the information as sought by the Complainant.  Since, Sh. Mukhtiar Singh, Senior Assistant was dealing assistant of the residential plots of Phase-XI, Mohali. Sh. Darshan Singh, Senior Assistant was asked to provide the information. He further states that Darshan Singh, Senior Assistant has retried from the service. 
3.
The sought for information was to be provided by Sh. Darshan Singh, Senior Assistant. Since, Sh. Darshan singh has retired from service. Commission has taken a lenient view of not imposing any penalty on Sh. Darshan Singh who was responsible for the delay in providing the information. However, PIO O/o GMADA, Mohali is warned to be careful in future while dealing with the RTI applications. No further action is required.

4.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th  August, 09

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dr. Deepak Berry,

H.No. 5689, Sector-38 (West),

Chandigarh.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Principal,

Govt., Medical College,

Amritsar.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1333 of 2009
Present:                (i) Dr. Deepak Berry, the Complainant




(ii) Sh. Surinder Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

2.
Respondent states that sought for information has been provided to the Complainant. Complainant is satisfied with the information provided. No further action is required.

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



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th  August, 09

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Smt. Santosh Kumari,

H.No.2650, W No.12,

Opp., Dusshera Ground,

Kharar-140301, Distt-Mohali.

             …………………………….Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Headmistress Arya Kanya,

Vidhyalya, Kharar.

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 346 of 2008
Present:
(i) Smt. Santosh Kumari, the Appellant


(ii) Smt. Harpreet Kaur, School Incharge, O/o Headmistress Arya Kanya,

Vidhyalya, Kharar , Sh. Darshan Singh, Deputy Director-cum- PIO, O/o DPI (SE), Pb., Chandigarh the Respondent
ORDER


Heard
2.
Appellant states that he has sent a registered letter to the Head Mistress, Arya Kanya Vidhala, Kharar but the same was returned undelivered. Smt. Harpreet Kaur, School Incharge states that she has been instructed by the Committee not to receive any private letter. She is directed to bring the instructions in this regard if any during the next hearing. During the hearing dated 24.06.09, Respondent was directed to submit the record relating to the steps taken by the School authority in the last four years to recover the record from Smt. Tara Jain but no reply has been submitted in this regard by the Respondent. Respondent is also directed to bring the original letter issued by the Director Education regarding approval of the School Management Committee on the next date of hearing. 
3.
Sh. Darshan Singh Dhaliwal, PIO, O/o DPI(SE), Pb. States that efforts are being made to locate the dispatch register and has requested for another date.  
4.
Adjourned to 16.09.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th August, 09

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) None is present on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard.
2.
Complainant states that wrong and misleading information has been provided to him regarding page no. 1, 2, 25 & 26 of the file.  PIO is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith the complete file for verification. 

3.
Adjourned to 16.09.09 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 25th  August, 09

