PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION

RED CROSS BUILDING, NEAR ROSE GARDEN,

SECTOR – 16, CHANDIGARH
Tel No. 0172-2864116, Fax No. 0172-2864125
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com; Email: psic26@punjabmail.gov.in;


Adv H.S. Hundal,

Chamber No. 82, District Court Complex, 

S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali).

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o Tehsildar,

Mini Secretariat, Moga.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Moga. 

…Respondent
APPEAL CASE NO. 3620 OF 2015

PRESENT:
Adv H. S. Hundal, Appellant.


Sh.  Mangaljit Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.

ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 28.02.2018.
2.
The appellant states that he filed an RTI application on 05.10.2015 but till today, complete information has not been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO. He further states the PIO should be penalized for the delay in providing the information.

3.
Sh.  Mangaljit Singh, Clerk appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that the Tehsildar is busy in the High Court and is unable to attend today’s hearing. 
4.
He further states that the as directed by the Commission during the last hearing, he has provided the remaining information comprising 47 pages to the appellant with which the appellant is satisfied. 
5.
Looking at the lackadaisical and highly irresponsible attitude of the respondent, Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, Tehsildar, Moga is directed to show cause as to why penalty @ 250/-per day be not imposed upon her under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act for not sending the information to the appellant within the statutorily period and why the appellant should not be compensated for the harassment in getting the information. 
Contd…p-2
APPEAL CASE NO. 3620 OF 2015

6.
The respondent-PIO is directed to file a written point-wise reply in this regard, before the next date of hearing with a copy to the appellant. 

7.
He may also make use of the next date of hearing for his personal hearing as well under the principles of natural justice and explain his conduct and status of the appeal to enable the Commission to arrive at a reasonable/logical conclusion in the matter.

8.
This is the last opportunity given to the PIO Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, Tehsildar to appear personally and files an affidavit in response to the show cause notice, failing which penalty will be imposed upon him for non compliance the orders of the Commission.
9.
The case is adjourned for 04.07.2018 at 11:30 AM. 
Copies of the order are sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh



       (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

17.04.2018


                   State Information Commissioner

Advocate Rakesh Kumar Gupta,

#8/237, Jagraon Road, Mandi Mullanpur,

Distt: Ludhiana.
…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o SSP,
Rural, Jagraon, Distt:Ludhiana.
First Appellate Authority

O/o IGP, Punjab Police,

Zonal-11, Jalandhar.

…Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO. 3190 OF 2018
PRESENT:
Adv Rakesh Kumar Gupta, Appellant.


Sh. Nirmal Singh, ASI is present on behalf of the PIO.

ORDER:

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 25.01.2018.
2.
The appellant states that till today, complete information has not been supplied to him by the respondent.
3.
Sh. Nirmal Singh, ASI is appearing on behalf of the Respondent – PIO and states that he has brought the original record today in the Commission, if the appellant wants to inspect the record, he can.  

4.
 After going through the original record, the appellant states that he is satisfied with the information and wants to close the case. 
5.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left in the instant Appeal Case, which is hereby, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order are sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh



       (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

17.04.2018


                   State Information Commissioner
Advocate Rakesh Kumar Gupta,

#8/237, Jagraon Road, Mandi Mullanpur,

Distt: Ludhiana.
…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Registrar,

Cooperative Societies,

Kartar Singh, Sarabha Market,

Janta Nagar, Gill Road, Ludhiana.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Registrar,

Cooperative Societies,

Jagraon, Distt:Ludhiana.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

The Gidder Windi Agricultural Cooperative Societies Ltd.,

Gidder Windi, Tehsil:Jagraon, Distt:Ludhina.

First Appellate Authority

o/o Registrar,

Cooperative Societies, Punjab,

Patiala Division, Mall Road, Patiala.
…Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO. 3194 OF 2016
PRESENT:
Adv Rakesh Kumar Gupta, Appellant.


Sh. Swaran Singh, Jr. Assistant is present on behalf of the PIO.

ORDER:

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 16.01.2018.
2.
The appellant states that till today, no information has been supplied to him by the respondent.

3.
The respondent states that they have already explained the facts of the case that the appellant has sought third party information, as it pertains to the Gidder Windi Cooperative Agriculture Service Society Ltd., and the said society has refused to part with the information as it is not a public authority.
4.
The perusal of the case reveals that the appellant filed an RTI application on 28.04.2016 but till today, the PIO o/o Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Ludhiana has not given any satisfactory reply in response to the  RTI application of the appellant.  

Contd…p-2

APPEAL CASE NO. 3194 OF 2016
5.
 Looking at the lackadaisical and highly irresponsible attitude of the respondent, PIO Sh. Gurdit Singh, Deputy Registrar o/o Cooperative Societies, Ludhiana  is directed to show cause as to why penalty @ 250/-per day be not imposed upon her under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act for not sending the information to the appellant within the statutorily period and why the appellant should not be compensated for the harassment in getting the information. 
6.
The respondent-PIO is directed to file an affidavit in this regard, before the next date of hearing with a copy to the appellant. 

7.
He may also make use of the next date of hearing for his personal hearing as well under the principles of natural justice and explain his conduct and status of the appeal to enable the Commission to arrive at a reasonable/logical conclusion in the matter.

8.
This is the last opportunity given to the PIO Sh. Gurdit Singh, Deputy Registrar to appear personally and files an affidavit in response to the show cause notice, failing which penalty will be imposed upon him for non compliance the orders of the Commission.

9.
The case is adjourned for 26.06.2018 at 11:30 AM. 
Copies of the order are sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh



       (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

17.04.2018


                   State Information Commissioner

Sh. Bachan Singh,
S/o Sh. Baaz Singh,

Village:Macchiwara-104,

Tehsil & Distt:Ferozepur.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Forest Mandal Officer,
Ferozepur.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Ferozepur.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,
Ferozepur Mandal, Ferozepur.

…Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO.  1969 OF 2017

PRESENT :
Sh. Bachan Singh, the appellant.

None is present on behalf of the Respondent – PIO.

ORDER :


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 17.01.2018.
2.
The appellant states that he visited the o/o respondent on 16.03.2018 but no inspection has been facilitated to him by the respondent.
3.
Neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.

4.
During the hearing dated 15.11.2017, the respondent filed an affidavit that the appellant has not worked in Hussianwala Beat of Ferozepur Range, as per the availability of the official record, So the demanded information has already been provided to the appellant and no information is pending other than the supplied information as per office record. 
5.
Original copy of the affidavit is handed over to the appellant with which the appellant is satisfied and wants to close the case. 

6.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left in the instant Appeal Case which is hereby, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-
Chandigarh



       (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

17.04.2018


                   State Information Commissioner
Sh. Jaspal Singh S/o Sh. Mahinder Singh,

New Bedi Colony, Phase-2, 

Backside Bhagat Singh Colony,

Ferozepur City-152002.

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.

…Respondent

COMPLAINT CASE NO.  1014 OF 2017

PRESENT:
    None for the parties.

ORDER:


  This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 17.01.2018.

2.
A letter has been received from the complainant in the Commission vide diary no. 4061 dated 26.02.2018 mentioning therein that he wants to withdraw the case.
3.
A letter has also been received from the respondent in the Commission by email mentioning therein that the complainant is not interested in seeking the information.

4.
On the written submission of complainant in this complaint case, the instant Complaint Case is allowed to be withdrawn as per order 9 of Office Order dated 24.08.2012 of the Commission. The case is hereby closed and disposed of.  Copies of the order are sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh



       (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

17.04.2018


                   State Information Commissioner
Smt. Sukhwant Kaur, 

W/o Sh. Rachpal Singh,

H. No. 1896/1, SBS Nagar,

Chaja Dusanjh Road, Moga.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Moga.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Sub -Divisional Magistrate,

Moga.

…Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO.  3972 OF 2016

PRESENT :
    Sh. Sarabjit Singh is present on behalf of the Appellant.


    Sh.  Mangaljit Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.

ORDER :

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 28.02.2018.
2.
Sh. Sarabjit Singh appears on behalf of the appellant and states that complete information has been provided to the appellant with which the appellant is satisfied and has given in writing that he wants to close the case. 
3.
Sh. Mangaljit Singh, Clerk appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that the information which has been sought by the appellant stands provided. 

4.
 In view of the above, no further cause of action is left in the instant Appeal Case, which is hereby, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order are sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh



       (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

17.04.2018


                   State Information Commissioner
Ms. Jagjeet Kaur,

MIG 836, Punjab Housing Board Colony,

Jamalpur, Chandigarh Road, 

Ludhiana-141010.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Food & Civil Supply Officer,

Sahnewal, District Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o District Food & Civil Supply Controller,

East Ludhiana.

…Respondent

APPEAL CASE NO.  1910 OF 2017

PRESENT:
None for the parties.

ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 17.01.2018.

2.
Neither the appellant nor the respondent is present for today’s hearing. 

3.
During the last hearing dated 17.01.2018, a show cause notice was issued to the PIO for the delay in providing the information but at today’s hearing, no one is present on behalf of the PIO, which shows that he has regard to the orders of the Commission.

4.
Last opportunity is given to the PIO to file an affidavit in response to the show cause notice, before the next date of hearing, failing which penalty will be initiated against the PIO for non compliance the orders of the Commission. 
5.
The case is adjourned for 26.06.2018 at 11:30 AM. 
Copies of the order are sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh



       (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

17.04.2018


                   State Information Commissioner
Sh. Chetan Sharma,

C/o Sh. Hari Om JIndal,

C-37, Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana.

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Ludhiana Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.

…Respondent
COMPLAINT CASE NO.  1478 OF 2016

PRESENT:
    None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

    Sh. Harmeet Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.

ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 17.01.2018.
2.
The complainant is absent for today’s hearing as he has already received the information and is satisfied. 
3.
The respondent files written reply in response to the show cause notice today, in the Commission.  

4.
After hearing the respondent and perusing the record, it is ascertained that the information which has been sought by the complainant has already been supplied to him and he has also given in writing that he wants to close the case.  The respondent has filed reply today in the Commission in response to the show cause notice. 
5.
Keeping in view all the facts mentioned in the reply is found satisfactory.  The show cause notice is hereby, dropped.  

6.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left in the instant Complaint Case, which is hereby, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order are sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh



       (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

17.04.2018


                   State Information Commissioner 
Adv H.S.Hundal,

Chamber No.82, District Courts,

Mohali.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o Secretary, 

Regional Transport Authority,

Faridkot.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Secretary,

Regional Transport Authority (Main Office),

S.C.O. 177-178, Sector-17-C,

Chandigarh.





                             …Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO. 3241 OF 2016

PRESENT:
     Adv H. S. Hundal, Appellant.


     Sh. Manish Gaba, D.E.O on behalf of the Respondents.

ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 28.02.2018.
2.
The appellant states that he has received the information and is satisfied.  He further states that the case may please be closed. 

3.
The respondent states that the information has already been supplied to the appellant vide letter dated 19.03.2018.  He files an affidavit for the delay in providing the information to the appellant, which is taken on record. 

4.
Keeping in view all the facts mentioned in the reply is found satisfactory.

5.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left in the instant appeal Case, which is hereby, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh



       (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

17.04.2018


                   State Information Commissioner
Sh. Baljinder Singh,
S/o Sh. Balkar Singh,

R/o Village Abdulpur,

Tehsil:Rajpura, Distt:Patiala.

…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Controller,
Food Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs,

Patiala.

…Respondents

COMPLAINT CASE NO.  1271 OF 2017

PRESENT :
     Sh. Baljinder Singh, the complainant.

     Smt. Triptra Rani, Inspector on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:


This case may be read with reference to the previous order dated 18.01.2018. 

2.
The complainant states that till today, complete information has not been provided to him by the respondent. 
3.
The respondent states that she has brought the information to deliver it personally to the complainant today in the Commission.  Copy of the same is handed over to the complainant. 
4.
During the last hearing, the PIO was directed to file an affidavit that on what basis the information has been delayed but till today, no affidavit has been filed by the respondent. 
5.
Last opportunity is given to the PIO to file an affidavit, before the next date of hearing, failing which penalty will be initiated against the PIO for non compliance the orders of the Commission. 

6.
The case is adjourned for 26.06.2018 at 11:30 AM. Copies of the order are sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh



       (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

17.04.2018


                   State Information Commissioner

Sh. Gurjant Singh, 

H. No. 8, Molazam Colony, 

Bareta Mandi, District Mansa-151501

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Andana At Moonak ((Sangrur).

First Appellate Authority,
O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Sangrur.

…Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO.  3023 OF 2015

PRESENT:
(i) Sh. Gurjant Singh alongwith an advocate.
(ii) Mr. Thakur, Advocate alongwith Sh. Sukhchain Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 17.01.2018.
2.
The appellant states that till today, no compensation has been given to him by the respondent. 
3.
Sh. Sukhchain Singh, files an affidavit mentioning therein that he was not the PIO at the time of filling the RTI application.  The RTI application is dated 10.06.2015 and he was the BDPO at Sangrur at that time.  He was the BDPO, Moonak during the time period of 29.10.2013 to 19.01.2016.  During the months 18.01.2016 to 31.03.2016, he was on without pay leave.  He further submits that the information has already been suppll.ied to the appellant and he has no powers to pay the compensation amount of Rs. 6000/- to the appellant.  He adds that Smt. Paramjit Kaur, was the PIO at that time.  
4.
Looking at the lackadaisical and highly irresponsible attitude of the respondent, Smt. Paramjit Kaur, BDPO, Aandana Anat, Moonak is directed to show cause as to why penalty @ 250/-per day be not imposed upon her under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act for not sending the information to the appellant within the statutorily period and why the appellant should not be compensated for the harassment in getting the information. 

contd…p-2
APPEAL CASE NO. 3023 OF 2015

5.
The respondent-PIO is directed to file a written point-wise reply in this regard, before the next date of hearing with a copy to the appellant. 

6.
She may also make use of the next date of hearing for her personal hearing as well under the principles of natural justice and explain her conduct and status of the appeal to enable the Commission to arrive at a reasonable/logical conclusion in the matter.

7.
Smt. Paramjit Kaur, BDPO, Moonak is also directed to pay the compensation amount of Rs. 6000/- to the appellant by way of cheque/demand draft, failing which this amount will be enhanced and penalty will be imposed upon the PIO for non compliance the orders of the Commission. 

8.
Keeping in view all the facts mentioned in the reply is found satisfactory.  The show cause notice issued to Sh. Sukhchain Singh is hereby, dropped.  He is exempted from further appearances in the Commission. 

9.
The case is adjourned for 26.06.2018 at 11:30 AM. 
Copies of the order are sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh



       (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

17.04.2018


                   State Information Commissioner 

Through registered post
CC:
Smt. Paramjit Kaur, BDPO, Aandana Aant at Moonak. 

Adv H.S. Hundal,

Chamber No. 82, District Court Complex, 

S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali).

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, 

Moga.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, 

Moga.

…Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO. 4155 OF 2016

PRESENT :
Adv H. S. Hundal, Appellant.


Ms. Usha Rani, Superintendent -cum- PIO. 

ORDER :

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 28.02.2018.
2.
The appellant appears and states that as advised by the Commission during the last hearing, he visited the office of the respondent on 05.03.2018 but nobody cooperated with him and not single document has been given to him. 
3.
Ms. Usha Rani, Superintendent -cum- PIO appears and states that the information sought by the appellant is voluminous and they have already provided the C.D of nine villages to the appellant.  She files a written reply in response to the order showing cause.  
4.
Smt. Usha Rani, Suptd., is directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause and bring the original record relating to the RTI application of the appellant, on the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated. 

5.
The matter to come up for further hearing now on 04.07.2018 at 11.30A.M.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh



       (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

17.04.2018


                   State Information Commissioner
Advocate H.S. Hundal,

Chamber No. 82, 

District Courts Complex, 

S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali).

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Moga.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Moga

…Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO.  34 OF 2017

PRESENT:
Adv H. S. Hundal, Appellant.


Ms. Usha Rani, Superintendent -cum- PIO.

ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 28.02.2018.
2.
The appellant appears and states that till today complete information has not been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO.

3.
Ms. Usha Rani, Superintendent -cum- PIO appears and states that the information as per the office record has already been supplied to the appellant during the last hearing.  

4.
After examining the case file, it reveals that the PIO has failed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause, which shows that she has no regard to the orders of the Commission.  The appellant filed an RTI application on 08.10.2016 and information has been supplied to him after the lapse of four months,
5. 
The perusal of the file and the conduct of the respondent have proved  that she has not performed her duty as mandated by the RTI regime. Such kind of behavior of a Government employee needs to be condemned and such employees need to be taught a good lesson so that rest of the employees have a right kind of message to wake up and perform their duties under the RTI Act for ensuring complete transparency and due accountability in the governance affairs of the public authorities. 

Contd…p;-2

APPEAL CASE NO.  34 OF 2017

6.
The perusal of the record reveals that in this case, the appellant has tried his best to get the information from the PIO who failed to provide the information to the applicant in time.  He has been made to run from pillar to post for getting the information, which he could not get even after the notice was issued by the Commission in the second appeal.  He has suffered unnecessary detriments/harassment in getting the information at the hands of the PIO. 

7.
I have also looked into all the facts and circumstances of the case. In my view this is a fit case, where award of compensation under Section 19 (8) (b) is also called for. I have no doubt in my mind that this state of affairs has also come about on account of the absence of adequate machinery for handling the RTI work in the o/o SDM, Moga is thus, responsible for the inadequate handling of the RTI requests and in the instant case as well. I, therefore, order that compensation of Rs. 5,000/- (Rs. Five thousand only) be paid to the appellant for the detriments suffered by him. This amount shall be payable from the funds of the o/o SDM, Moga by way of Demand Draft to the appellant within one month.

8.
Last opportunity is given to the PIO to file an affidavit and pay the compensation amount of Rs. 5000/- to the appellant, before the next date of hearing, failing which penal action will be initiated against her as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

9.
The case is adjourned for 04.07.2018 at 11:30 AM. 
Copies of the order are sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh



       (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

17.04.2018


                   State Information Commissioner

Advocate H.S. Hundal,

Chamber No. 82, 

District Courts Complex, 

S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali).

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Moga.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Moga

…Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO.  27 OF 2017

PRESENT:
Adv H. S. Hundal, Appellant.


Ms. Usha Rani, Superintendent -cum- PIO.

ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 28.02.2018.

2.
The appellant appears and states that till today complete information has not been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO.

3.
Ms. Saroj Puri, Retd., Superintendent -cum- PIO appears and files her written reply mentioning therein that she was on earned leave from 01.08.2016 to 20.11.2016 and was retried on 30.11.2016, whereas the appellant filed RTI application on 08.10.2016 and between these ten days, no RTI has been shown to her.  
4.
After examining the reply filed by Ms. Saroj Puri, it reveals that she was on leave during the period when the RTI filed.  She is exempted from further appearances in the Commission. 

5.
Smt. Usha Rani, PIO is directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause, on the next date of hearing, failing which penal action will be initiated against her as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

6.
The Sub Divisional Magistrate, Moga is also directed to look into the matter and fix the responsibility of the official, who is responsible for the delay and submit the final report on the next date of hearing. 
7.
The case is adjourned for 04.07.2018 at 11:30 AM. 
Copies of the order are sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh



       (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

17.04.2018


                   State Information Commissioner

CC:      Smt. Saroj Puri,w/o Sh. Madan Lal Puri, Former, PIO o/o SDM, Moga, R/o # 233, Gali No.2, 
            Moga. (Regd. Post)
 Sh. Balwinder Singh 

S/o Sh. Banta Singh,

Village Nidhana, Tehsil Guruharsahai,

District Ferozepur.







        

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Development and Panchyat Officer,

Ferozepur.








       

…Respondents

COMPLAINT CASE NO.  960 OF 2017

PRESENT:
Sh. Balwinder Singh,  the Complainant.


Sh. Chhinder Pal Singh, Panchayat Secretary on behalf of the PIO. 

ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 28.02.2018.

2.
The complainant states that copy of the inquiry has still not been provided to him by the respondent.
3.
Sh. Chhinder Pal Singh, Panchayat Secretary appears on behalf of the PIO but has not filed any affidavit. 

4.
During the last two hearings, D.C, Ferozepur and DDPO, Ferozepur both were directed to appear personally but till today, no one has appeared, which shows that they have no regard to the orders of the Commission.  

5.
Looking at the lackadaisical and highly irresponsible attitude of the respondent, Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur and DDPO, Ferozepur, both are directed to show cause as to why penalty @ 250/-per day be not imposed upon them under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act for not sending the information to the complainant within the statutorily period.

6.
Both the respondent-PIOs are directed to an affidavit point-wise reply in this regard, before the next date of hearing, with a copy to the complainant. 
Contd..p-2

COMPLAINT CASE NO.  960 OF 2017

7.
They may also make use of the next date of hearing for their personal hearing as well under the principles of natural justice and explain their conduct and status of the complaint to enable the Commission to arrive at a reasonable/logical conclusion in the matter.

8.
The case is adjourned for 26.06.2018 at 11:30 AM. 
Copies of the order are sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh



       (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

17.04.2018


                   State Information Commissioner

Through registered post

CC:
Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur (By Name)

DDPO, Ferozepur (By Name)
Sh. Rakesh Kumar Gupta,

S/o Sh. Des Raj Gupta,

# 8/237, Jagraon Road,

Mandi Mullanpur, Ludhiana.
Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o SSP,

Ludhiana Rural, Police Distt: Jagraon.

First Appellate authority

o/o IGP,

Zonal-11, Ladhowali Road,

Jalandhar.

Respondent

Appeal CASE NO.  3187 OF 2016

PRESENT:
(I) Sh. Rakesh Kumar Gupta, the appellant.

(ii) Sh. Nirmal Singh, ASI on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 17.01.2018.

2.
              The appellant files his written submission mentioning therein that complete information has been supplied to him but as he has suffered lot of detriments to attend the hearings in the Commission, therefore, a compensation of Rs. 3000/- was awarded to him by the Commission  and it was ordered that this amount shall be paid by public authority.  However, he has pointed out that demand draft which has been given to him has been issued by HDFC Bank Mullanpur Dakha from the personal bank account and not from the official Bank account of the public authority/SSP, Ludhiana Rural. It has also been brought to the notice of the Commission that in fact this Demand Draft has been got made by the MHC Balraj Singh from his pocket, which is totally an illegal act on behalf of the PIO. The appellant states that he has brought the demand draft today in the Commission to return the same to the respondent. 
3.

The respondent states that he is not aware about this fact and states that he will check the same from the official record whether it has been made from the account of public authority or from the personal account of Sh. Balraj Singh, MHC.
4.

The PIO is directed to look into the matter and pay the compensation of Rs. 3000/- to the appellant.  This amount shall be payable from the funds of the o/o SSP, Ludhiana (Rural) not from the pocket of an individual.  He is further directed to pay this amount to the appellant within ten days and send the compliance report to the 
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Commission within one month, failing which penalty will be imposed upon the PIO for non compliance the orders of the Commission. 
5.

The respondent has assured that the same will be complied within one month. 
6.

On the assurance of the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. In case, the compensation will not be paid to the appellant, within one month, he is free to approach the Commission, after one month. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh



   (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

17.04.2018


                   State Information Commissioner

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,

10904, Basant Road, Miller Ganj,

Industrial area-B, Ludhiana.
Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.
First Appellate Authority

o/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.
Respondent

Appeal CASE NO.  3112 OF 2014

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

(ii) Sh. Surinder Singh, ATP on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 18.01.2018.

2.

The appellant is absent for today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission.

3.

The respondent files his written submission today in the Commission mentioning therein that the appellant has already received the same information in AC:292/2015 and they have again provided the same information in this case, which has been received by the appellant and he is satisfied.  He further adds that the compensation amount has also been paid to him.  
4.

After examining the case file, it reveals that the RTI application in the AC:292/2015 is different from RTI application, which has been filed in the above said case i.e AC:3112/2014.  In the hearing dated 08.08.2017, the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana was directed to look into the matter and fix the responsibility of the erring official who is responsible for the delay.  
5.

The Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana has written a letter dated 28.11.2017 to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar with a copy to the Commission that they have inquired about the case and found that Smt. Monika Anand, was 
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the PIO-cum-ATP (D) at the time of filling the RTI application of the appellant. Therefore, she is responsible for the delay in providing the information to the appellant.  So, the penalty of Rs. 10,000/- will be deducted from her salary.
6.

Smt. Monika Anand presently posted as Senior Town Planner (A.C), Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar has filed her written submission dated 20.01.2018 mentioning the reason, for the delay.  Copy of the submission is taken on record. 

7.

Keeping in view all the facts, it is found that Smt. Monika Anand is responsible for the delay.  Therefore, the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalanhdar is directed to deduct the penalty amount of Rs. 10,000/- from the salary of Smt. Monika Anand, STP, Jalandhar and send the compliance report to the Commission, before the next date of hearing, with a copy to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. 
8.

The matter to come up for further hearing now on 20.06.2018 at 11.30A.M.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  

Chandigarh



   (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

17.04.2018


                   State Information Commissioner

Through registered post

CC:

(i) The Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.

(ii) Smt. Monika Anand, Senior Town Planner (A.C), Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.

