STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

www.infocommpunjab.com 

Smt. Vasumati Sharma,

P-3/65, Jaral Colony,

Pandoh, District Mandi (HP)

175124.






--------Complainant 







Vs. 

PIO O/o Secretary,

Finance Department,

Pb. Govt., Chd. 




         ---------Respondent.





       CC No- 1618-2008 

Present :
None for the complainant.


Shri Kashmira Singh, PIO/Budget Officer on behalf of the PIO.

ORDER:

The PIO states that copies of the explanation have not been provided to Smt. Vasumati Sharma as  ordered  in para 2 of  order dated  28.10.09. However, he had filed another letter dated 8.12.09 today. This letter along with all the previous letters should be sent to Smt. Vasumati as per her request in letter dated 22.10.09. This will be considered on the next date of hearing in her presence as requested by her. However in case she does not come on the next date of hearing, the case will be disposed of on merit in her absence.

To come for consideration on 21.1.2010.

Sd- 
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









Sd-  

(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


10.12. 2009  

(Ptk)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. S.S.Dhaliwal (Lt. Colonel),

# Kothi No. 4, Ghuman Chowk,

PO Sudhar Bazar.



District Ludhiana-141104.




----Complainant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.





 
      -----Respondent.






CC No-2005 -2008   
Present :
Maj. H.S.Dhaliwal, father of Lt. Col. S.S.Dhaliwal, complainant



APIO-cum-DRO Patiala.
ORDER :

The APIO-cum-DRO Patiala is present today with the files of the office of DC Patiala alongwith noting portion. Photocopy thereof, ( pages 1-53 (corr.) and pages 1-46, Noting) duly attested  have been provided to Maj. H.S.Dhaliwal, against receipt and a set of papers, alongwith his receipt, dated 10.12.09  has been placed on the record of the Commission. Separately, a letter has also been received from the SDM Patiala, dated 9.12.09, stating that there is no noting portion with the file of the SDM with detailed explanation for the same.

2.
Photocopies of the files held in the custody of the Commission, have also been provided to Maj. Dhaliwal, representative of the complainant, duly attested by the DRO Patiala, who is carrying his office seal with him, which were earlier allowed to be inspected by Maj. Dhaliwal. With this, full information stand supplied. 
3.
Maj. H.S.Dhaliwal states that he is not interested that any punishment should be imposed upon the PIO as his son was only interested in getting the information, which was vital to his interest, and which had been purposely withheld from him by all concerned.  He expressed his satisfaction now that full information has been supplied.  The Commission also does not wish to impose any penalty on the present PIO, who has suffered a personal tragedy and the 
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show cause notices are therefore dropped.  
4.

However, Maj. H .S.Dhaliwal (father/representative of complainant) requested for compensation for the many visits to Chandigarh that his son Lt. Col. SS. Dhaliwal and he (as his authorized representative) were required to make fruitlessly for the information and that he may be given compensation for the harassment suffered by him and to cover his expenses. 
The Commission is of the view that the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala has been recalcitrant in not providing the information despite repeated and detailed directions by the Commission. Today, is the ninth hearing in the Commission held during 2009 and only now has full information been provided.  The Complainant is an army officer, posted on the border and yet managed to come twice, (once from Leh and once from Pune where he was undergoing a course both times by air).    
5.

Therefore, it is deemed appropriate that the Public Authority should pay a compensation of Rs. 10,000/- (Rupees Ten Thousand Only) which would include the cost of travel @ Rs. 250/- only, per day of hearing for 8 hearings attended by them for the delay and harassment caused to the RTI applicant who had to return empty handed each time. This amount may be paid to Lt. Col. SS.Dhaliwal by the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala on behalf of the Public Authority (department) within a month through draft or account payee cheque.  A copy thereof and the receipt should be placed on the record of the Commission.
6.
The files may be retained in the custody of the Commission till duly returned to the person authorized by the Deputy Commissioner.  


With this, the case is hereby disposed of as read with earlier orders dated 20.01.09, 24.03.09, 20.4.09, 24.6.09, 29.7.09, 11.8.09, 23.9.09 and 28.10.09.   





Sd-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









Sd-



 

(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


10.12. 2009  

(Ptk)

 


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Ms. Satya Bhatti, Gen. Secretary, 

Gram Jan Kalyan Sanstha,

Village Nagla, PO Handesra,

Patiala.






----Complainant 







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Block Dev. & Panchayat Officer, 

Derabssis.




 
      -----Respondent.  






CC No-654 -2006   
Present :
None for the complainant.Shri Ranjit Singh, the then 



PIO/BDPO Derabassi, now posted as BDPO Garhshankar.

Mrs. ritu, Supdt. O/O BDPO Derabassi.

ORDER:



Arguments heard.  To come up on 08.01.2010 for clarifications/ production of original receipts.   








Sd-
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 









Sd-  

(Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)

 







State Information Commissioner


10.12. 2009  

(Ptk) 
