STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

RED CROSS BHAWAN, MADHYA MARG, SECTOR – 16, 

(NEXT TO ROSE GARDEN), CHANDIGARH
Tel No. 0172-2864116, Fax No. 0172-2864125, 

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com; Email: scic@punjabmail.gov.in;  

APPEAL CASE NO.  254 OF 2017

Sh. Hans Raj S/o Sh. Lal Chand,

R/o Dhani Dada Narayan,

Backside, BSF Chawni,

Hamayun Road, Abohar, Distt: Fazilka.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Abohar.

First Appellate authority

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, 

Abohar, Distt: Fazilka.

…Respondents
PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the appellant.


Sh. Lakhvir Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondents.

ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 04.10.2017.


The appellant has sent an email in the Commission vide diary no. 26281, dated: 20.11.2017 stating that personal appearance of the appellant may be exempted due to personal appearance in the Civil Court, Abohar.  


Sh. Lakhvir Singh, Clerk O/o Tehsildar, Abohar appears and states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant by registered post. 


In view of the above, the respondent has not shown the postal receipt of registered post. The Respondent - PIO is directed to provide the complete information as per RTI application of the appellant, if there is no information, then file an affidavit stating that whatever information was available with the respondent has already been supplied to the appellant and no other information is left to be supplied, on the next date of hearing, failing which action would be initiated against him as per provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 


The perusal of the case reveals that respondent has delayed the information about ten months. 


In view of the above, a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act is issued to the Sh. Jai Kumar, PIO -cum- Tehsildar, Abohar, Distt. Fazilka as to why penalty should not be imposed upon him for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant.
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The Respondent PIO is directed to file his written reply in response to the Show Cause Notice and appear personally on the next date fixed, otherwise it will be presumed that he/she has nothing to say and the Commission shall initiate ex-parte proceeding. A copy of this order be sent to the Sh. Jai Kumar, PIO -cum- Tehsildar, Abohar, Distt. Fazilka with registered post.

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. 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. 


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 Tehsildar, Abohar, Distt. Fazilka 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. 2,000/- (Rs. Two 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 Tehsildar, Abohar, Distt. Fazilka by way of Demand Draft to the appellant within one month.


The case is adjourned for 21.12.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 






Sd/-

CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

21.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

Copy to (Regd. Post):-


Sh. Jai Kumar, 

PIO -cum- Tehsildar, 


Abohar, Distt. Fazilka.

COMPLAINT CASE NO.  1041 OF 2017

Sh. Kuldeep Singh,

S/o SH. Harbhajan Singh,

R/o Village Talle Wala,

Tehsil: Guruharsahai, Distt: Ferozepur.

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Child Development and

Project Officer, Guruharsahai,

Distt: Ferozepur.

…Respondent

PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Ms. Sukhwant Kaur, Supervisor on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.

ORDER:

The Complainant sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 18.05.2017. He filed complaint in the Commission dated: 25.09.2017 under section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 


Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 21.11.2017 to appear before the Commission.


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


Ms. Sukhwant Kaur, Supervisor O/o C.D.P.O. Guruharsahai, Distt: Ferozepur appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and submit the requisite information, before the Commission during the hearing. Copy of the same is placed on record. 

In view of the above, the Respondent - PIO is directed to supply this information to the complainant by registered post and copy of the postal receipt be sent to the Commission within week. 


The perusal of the case reveals that respondent has delayed the information about six months. 


In view of the above, a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act is issued to the Ms. Gurjeet Kaur, PIO -cum- C.D.P.O. Guruharsahai, Distt. Ferozepur as to why penalty should not be imposed upon her for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant.
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COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1041 OF 2017


The Respondent PIO is directed to file her written reply in response to the Show Cause Notice and appear personally on the next date fixed, otherwise it will be presumed that he/she has nothing to say and the Commission shall initiate ex-parte proceeding. A copy of this order be sent to the Ms. Gurjeet Kaur, PIO -cum- C.D.P.O. Guruharsahai, Distt. Ferozepur with registered post.

The case is adjourned for 20.12.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 






Sd/-

CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

21.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner
Copy to (Regd. Post):-
Ms. Gurjeet Kaur, 

Public Information Officer -cum-
Child Development and Project Officer, 

Guruharsahai, Distt: Ferozepur.
COMPLAINT CASE NO.  1043 OF 2017

Sh. Balkar Singh,

S/o Sh. Pritam Singh,

R/o Village Talle Wala,

Tehsil: Guruharsahai,

Distt: Ferozepur.

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Social Welfare Officer,

Ferozepur. 

…Respondent

PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


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

ORDER:

The Complainant sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 28.03.2017. He filed complaint in the Commission dated: 25.09.2017 under section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 


Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 21.11.2017 to appear before the Commission.


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


Sh. Balvir Singh, Clerk O/o District Social Welfare Office, Ferozepur appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that complainant is asked to deposit the documentation fee vide letter no. 224, dated: 18.05.2017. Copy of the same is placed on record. 


After perusal of the files, it is reveals that the complainant filed an RTI application on 28.03.2017 and the Respondent - PIO asked to deposit the documentation fee vide letter dated: 18.05.2017.  


The Respondent - PIO is directed to provide the available information to the complainant without any cost, because he has not been sent to the reply of the RTI application well in time. 


The perusal of the case reveals that respondent has delayed the information about eight months. 
Cont… Pg 2
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In view of the above, a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act is issued to the Ms. Kulwinder Kaur, PIO -cum- District Social Security Officer, Ferozepur as to why penalty should not be imposed upon her for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant.


The Respondent PIO is directed to file her written reply in response to the Show Cause Notice and appear personally on the next date fixed, otherwise it will be presumed that she has nothing to say and the Commission shall initiate ex-parte proceeding. A copy of this order be sent to the Ms. Kulwinder Kaur, PIO -cum- District Social Security Officer, Ferozepur with registered post.

The case is adjourned for 20.12.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 






Sd/-

CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

21.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner 

Copy to (Regd. Post):-


Ms. Kulwinder Kaur,


Public Information Officer -cum-


District Social Security Officer,


Ferozepur.

APPEAL CASE NO: 1284  OF 2017
Sh. Pardeep Inder Singh,

S/o Sh. Daljit Singh,

R/o Village Madhir, Tehsil: Gidderbaha,

Distt: Sri Mukatsar Sahib.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o S.E,

Water Supply and Sanitation,

Shri Mukatsar Sahib.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Chief Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation Deptt.,

Patiala.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Junior Engineer,

Water Supply and Sanitation,

Gidderbaha (Shri Mukatsar Sahib).

…Respondents
PRESENT :
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.  


Sh. Balwinder Singh, J.E. on behalf of the Respondents.

ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 10.08.2017.


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


Sh. Balwinder Singh, J.E. O/o Water Supply & Sanitation, Gidderbaha (Shri Mukatsar Sahib) appears on behalf of the Respondents and submit the requisite information before the Commission during the hearing and states that copy of the same has already been sent to the appellant. 


In view of the above, the appellant is advised to point out the deficiency if any, in the provided information and send the same to the Respondent - PIO within ten days, with a copy to the Commission. The Respondent - PIO is directed to remove the same, before the next date of hearing.

Contd…p-2
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Last opportunity is given to Sh. Tarsem Kumar, PIO -cum- S.D.E. Malout (Shri Mukatsar Sahib) to appear personally and file written reply to the Show Cause Notice dated: 10.08.2017 issued to him, failing which action will be initiated against him as per provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


The case is adjourned for 19.12.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-

Chandigarh


                   (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

21.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner


After the hearing was over, Advocate Guninder Singh Brar appeared on behalf of the Appellant and stated that due to some reason he could not attend the hearing on time. He was intimated about the above said order.






Sd/-

Chandigarh


                   (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

21.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

Copy to (Regd. Post):- 


Sh. Tarsem Kumar,


PIO -cum- S.D.E.,


Malout (Shri Mukatsar Sahib).

APPEAL CASE NO. 1293 OF 2017

Sh. Satish Kumar Bhiri,

Opp Nahiru Park, Jaiton.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o DEO(S),

Mini Sectt., Faridkot.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o DEO(S),

Mini Sectt., Faridkot.

...Respondents
PRESENT:
(i) None is present on behalf of the appellant.


(ii) Sh. Harpal Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 04.10.2017.

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

3.                      The respondent states inspite of the directions of the Commission, the appellant has not visited their office for inspection the record.  He files an affidavit, which is taken on record. 

4.                    The respondent is directed to send the cop of the affidavit to the appellant within two days under intimation to the Commission.  

5.                  After hearing the respondent and pursuing the record, it is ascertained that the appellant was asked many time to visit the office of the respondent and inspect the record but he has not turned up and is also absent for today’s hearing, which shows that he is not interested in pursuing the matter.   The respondent has filed an affidavit as directed by the Commission during the last hearing, which is taken on record. The order of the Commission has been complied with, 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)

21.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO. 1406 OF 2017

Sh. Tejinder Singh,

Flat No.836, MIG,

Punjab Housing Board Colony,

Jamalpur, Ludhiana.

…Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o DEO (SE),

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority

O/o DEO (SE),

Ludhiana.

Public Information Officer

O/o Sarv Sikhiya Abhiyan,

at Sukhdev Thappar,

Sr. Sec. School (Girls),

Bharat Nagar Chowk,

Ludhiana.

…Respondents

PRESENT:
    Sh. Tejinder Singh, the appellant. 


None is present on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 10.10.2017.

2.
The appellant states that till today, complete information has not been provided to him by the respondent. 

3.
During the last hearing, PIO, O/o Sarv Sikhiya Abhiyan, Punjab , Ludhiana was impleaded as respondent no. 2 but at today’s hearing, neither the PIO is present nor has supplied the information on point nos 3, 4, 5 and 5 to the appellant. 

4.
Looking at the lackadaisical and highly irresponsible attitude of the respondent, PIO o/o Sarv Sikhiya Abhiyan, Ludhiana Punjab is directed to show cause as to why penalty @ 250/-per day be not imposed upon him/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. 

Contd..p-2

Appeal Case No. 1406 of 2017

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

7.
         The matter to come up for further hearing now on 08.01.2018 at 11.30AM.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh


              (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

21.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO. 1995 OF 2017

Sh. Neeraj Kumar,

S/o Sh. Ved Parkash,

Malhotra Scale, Bahrwar Kasoori Gate,

Gale Hans Raj Sharma, Ferozepur.

…Appellant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Controller,

Legal Meteorology, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate authority

o/o Director,

Food &Civil Supply and Consumer Affairs,

Punjab, Anaz Bhawan, Sector:39/C, Chandigarh.

 ...Respondents
PRESENT :  
 (i) None is present on behalf of the appellant.

(ii)Sh. Gurpreet Singh Bawa, Assistant Controller on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER




This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 04.10.2017.

2.
The appellant is absent for today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission.

3.                The respondent states that as directed by the Commission to the respondent to inspect the record to the appellant and a letter dated 10.10.2017 has been written to him but he has not visited their office and again a reminder was also issued vide letter dated 17.10.2017 but again, he did not turn up. 

4.
After hearing the respondent and pursuing the record, it is ascertained that the appellant was asked many time to visit the office of the respondent and inspect the record but he has not turned up and is also absent for today’s hearing, which shows that he is not interested in pursuing the matter.   Information on point no, 1 and 2 has already been supplied to the appellant and information relating to point no. 3 is third party information, which is exempted under the RTI Act, 2005.  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)

21.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL  CASE NO. 2656 OF 2017 

Sh. Nazar Singh,

S/o Sh. Jaginder Singh,

Village: Gobindgarh, P.O: Jugiana,

Distt:Ludhiana.



…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

Cooperation, Punjab, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

o/o Secretary,

Cooperation, Punjab, Chandigarh.

               ...Respondents
PRESENT:
(i) Sh. Nazar Singh, the appellant.


(ii) Sh. Bhupinder Singh on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The RTI application is dated 27.07.2017 vide which the appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 27.07.2017 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 26.09.2017 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 21.11.2017 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant states that till today, no information has been provided to him by the respondent.

4.
The respondent states that complete information as per office record has already been sent to the appellant by registered post vide letter dated 20.11.2017.   The appellant has gone through the copy of the information and states that this information is incomplete.   

5.
The respondent is directed to file an affidavit mentioning that the information as per office record stands provided to the appellant and noting is pending to be given to the appellant, on the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated 

6.
The matter to come up for further hearing now on 19.12.2017 at 11.30AM.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh


              (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

21.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL  CASE NO. 2678 OF 2017 

Sh. Vaneet Garg,

H.No.204/2, Royal Estate,

Zirakpur, Mohali.



…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing director,

State Co-operative Spinning Mills,

Federation, Punjab, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

o/o Managing director,

State Co-operative Spinning Mills,

Federation, Punjab, Chandigarh.

...Respondents
PRESENT:
(i) Sh. Vaneet Garg, the appellant.


(ii) None is present on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The RTI application is dated 02.12.2015 vide which the appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 29.03.2016 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 24.08.2017 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 21.11.2017 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant states that till today, no information has been provided to him by the respondent.

4.
Neither the respondent is present for today’s hearing nor has filed any reply to the Notice of the Commission. The respondent has given a reply to the appellant that SPINFED does not cover under the RTI Act, 2005.

5.
The appellant is advised to prove that how the SPINFED is covered under the RTI Act, 2005 on the next date of hearing with a copy to the respondent. The respondent is also directed to present and file the reply, on the next date of hearing. 

6.
The matter to come up for further hearing now on 19.12.2017 at 11.30AM.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh


              (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

21.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL  CASE NO. 2689 OF 2017


Sh. Swaran Singh,

Village Mehmood Khane Ke, 

P.O: Amir Khas, Tehsil:Jalalabad,

West, Block Guruharsahai, Distt:Fazilka.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.

First Appellate Authority,

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.


...Respondent

PRESENT:
(i) Sh. Sawaran Singh, the appellant.


(ii) Sh. Gursewak Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:

The RTI application is dated 31.05.2016 vide which the appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 21.07.2016 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 20.09.2017 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 21.11.2017 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant states that till today, no final inquiry report has been provided to him by the respondent.

4.
The respondent states that the inquiry is still under consideration and some more time be given to him to provide the final report to the appellant. 

5.
Last opportunity is given to the respondent to provide the information to the appellant, failing which action under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated. 

6.
The matter to come up for further hearing now on 08.01.2018 at 11.30AM.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh


              (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

21.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL  CASE NO. 2690 OF 2017

Sh. Swaran Singh,

Village Mehmood Khane Ke, 

P.O: Amir Khas, Tehsil: Jalalabad,

West, Block Guruharsahai, Distt: Fazilka.


…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Guruharsahai, Distt: Ferozepur.

First Appellate Authority,

o/o SDM,

Guruharsahai, Distt:Ferozepur.

...Respondents
PRESENT:
(i) Sh. Sawaran Singh, the appellant.

(ii) Sh. Balwinder Singh, Data Entry Operator on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The RTI application is dated 21.12.2016 vide which the appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 27.02.2017 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 20.09.2017 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 21.11.2017 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant states that till today, no information has been provided to him by the respondent.

4.
The respondent states that the information has already been supplied to the appellant vide letter dated 15.02.2017.  The appellant states that he has not received any letter from the department.  Another copy of the same is handed over to the appellant.  ‘

5.
After going through the information, the appellant states that this information is irrelevant.  The respondent states that some, more time be given to him to provide the information to the appellant.

Contd…p-2
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6.
Last opportunity is given to the respondent to provide the information to the appellant, failing which action under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated. 

7.
The matter to come up for further hearing now on 08.01.2018 at 11.30AM.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh


              (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

21.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.   2801 OF 2017

Sh. Jagjeet Singh,

S/o Sh. Surinder Singh,

Village & P.O: Dewatwala,

Tehsil & Distt:Ludhiana.



…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District registrar,

Cooperative Societies, Gill Road,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate authority

o/o District registrar,

Cooperative Societies, Gill Road,

Ludhiana.



                 …Respondents
PRESENT:
(i) Sh. Jagjeet Singh, the appellant.



(ii) Sh. Chankar Singh on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:


The RTI application is dated 20.07.2017 vide which the appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 21.08.2017 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 11.10.2017 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 21.11.2017 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant states that till today, no information has been provided to him by the respondent.

4.
The respondent states files reply to the Notice of the Commission mentioning therein that the information has already been sent to the appellant vide letter dated 20.11.2017 and another copy of the same is handed over to the appellant today in the Commission. 

5.
The appellant is advised to go through the information and revert back to the authorities, in case of any deficiency found in the information, so provided.  On receipt of the rebuttal, the respondents are directed to remove the deficiencies before the next date of hearing.

6.
The matter to come up for further hearing now on 19.12.2017 at 11.30AM.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  


Sd/-

Chandigarh


              (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

21.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  2941 OF 2016

Ms. Sweety Batra, w/o Sh. Vinod Kumar Batra,

# 5582, Street No.12, Daba Colony,

New Janta Nagar, Ludhiana.


…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Head Office Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority

o/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Head Office Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana.



                  …Respondents
PRESENT:
(I) None is present on behalf of the appellant.


(ii) Sh. Pawan Kumar on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 11.10.2017.

2.

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

3.

The respondent states that an affidavit has already been filed by the PIO.  

4.

After going through the affidavit, the contents of the affidavit are not cleared and inspite of the repeated directions for personal appearances, the PIO has not attended any of the hearing in the Commission, which shows that he has no regard for the orders of the Commission. 

5.
The perusal of the file and the conduct of the respondent have proved  that he has not performed his 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
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6.
It transpires that he has failed to provide any information even after the lapse of more than one year. There has been unnecessary delay in conveying the correct state of affairs to the appellant in regard to his request for information.  No explanation for delay has been given by the respondent.  Rather, his failure to even respond to the show cause direction by the Commission reinforces the fact that he has been without any reasonable cause, guilty of remissness in the discharge of his duties.  He, therefore, deserves to be penalized.  

7.
In view of the facts stated above, the conduct of the official needs to be condemned and the ends of justice will be met by imposing penalty.  I, therefore, impose penalty of Rs. 10,000/- (Ten Thousand Only) upon the PIO o/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana having failed to perform his mandated duty and to submit any reply to the show cause notice issued to him. The amount of penalty i.e. Rs. 10,000/- should be deducted from his salary be deposited in the treasury under head "0070-Other Administrative Services-60-Other Services-800-Other Receipts-86-Fees under the Right to Information Act." The Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana shall ensure that this amount of penalty is deducted from the salary of the above said defaulting official and deposited in the Treasury under the relevant head and he is warned to be very careful in future while dealing with RTI applications/appeal cases. 

8.
On the request of the respondent, the matter is adjourned for 19.12.2017 at 11.30AM.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh


              (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

21.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO. 4226 OF 2016

Sh. Satnam Singh,

S/o SH. Kashmit Singh,

R/o Vilalge: Dhani, Karka Singh,

Tehsil: Abohar, Distt: Fazilka.


…Appellant.     

Versus
Public Information Officer (By Name)
O/o Tehsildar,

Abohar (Fazilka).

First Appellate Authority (By Name)
O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Fazilka.

Public Information Officer (By Name)
O/o Sub - Divisional Magistrate,
Abohar (Fazilka).

Public Information Officer (By Name)
O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Fazilka.



                  …Respondents

PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the appellant.


Sh. Lakhvir Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 04.10.2017.


The appellant has sent an email in the Commission vide diary no. 26454, dated: 21.11.2017 stating that personal appearance of the appellant may be exempted due to ill health.  


Sh. Lakhvir Singh, Clerk O/o Tehsildar, Abohar appears and states that the demanded information is related with the third party information and cannot be supplied to the appellant under the RTI Act, 2005.


The Respondent is again directed to file the point wise reply to the RTI application of the appellant, on the next date of hearing, failing which action u/s 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated.


The perusal of the case reveals that respondent has delayed the information about fifteen months. 


In view of the above, a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act is issued to the Sh. Jai Kumar, PIO -cum- Tehsildar, Abohar, Distt. Fazilka as to why penalty should not be imposed upon him for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant.
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The Respondent PIO is directed to file his written reply in response to the Show Cause Notice and appear personally on the next date fixed, otherwise it will be presumed that he/she has nothing to say and the Commission shall initiate ex-parte proceeding. A copy of this order be sent to the Sh. Jai Kumar, PIO -cum- Tehsildar, Abohar, Distt. Fazilka with registered post.

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. 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. 


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 Tehsildar, Abohar, Distt. Fazilka 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. 2,000/- (Rs. Two 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 Tehsildar, Abohar, Distt. Fazilka by way of Demand Draft to the appellant within one month.


The case is adjourned for 21.12.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 






Sd/-

CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

21.11.2017


         State Information Commissioner

Copy to (Regd. Post):-


Sh. Jai Kumar, 

PIO -cum- Tehsildar, 


Abohar, Distt. Fazilka.

