STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jasmeet Singh Paul,

11, Leather Complex,

Jalandhar

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

C/o Chairman PETS-cum- Director

Industry & Commerce, Govt. of Punjab (RTI Cell)

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17,

Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority 

C/o Chairman PETS-cum- Director

Industry & Commerce, Govt. of Punjab

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17,

Chandigarh

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1124 of 2010

Present:-       (i) Sh. Jasmeet Singh Paul, the Appellant

                       (ii) Sh. Dinesh Sahni, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent.
Order

Heard

2.
Arguments heard, judgment is reserved.


Sd/-
Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
                                                      (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 2nd September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Stinu Jain, RTI Activist,

Shree Jain Bhawan,

Street No.13, Abohar-152116.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Council,

Abohar.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director,

Local Govt. Ferozepur.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 393 of 2011

Present :
(i) Sh. Stinu Jain, the Appellant



(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.        In the last hearing dated, 28.07.2011, PIO was directed to show cause for not providing the information.  In response to the order showing cause, neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing. Appellant states that Sh. Gurdas Singh, was the PIO-cum-Executive Officer, when the information sought and he has been transferred to Municipal Council, Jaiton, Distt-Jalandhar as a Executive Officer.  Presently, Sh. Jagjit Singh is the PIO and he is also responsible for the delay in providing the information.  Last opportunity is given to Sh. Jagjit Singh, Executive Officer-cum-PIO to provide complete information to the Appellant.  Both, the PIOs, Sh. Jagjit Singh, and Sh. Gurdas Singh are directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith their replies in response to the order showing.  
3.          Adjourned to 13.10.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 
   Sd/-
(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
                                                      (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 2nd September, 2011

CC:-
Sh. Gurdas Singh, Executive Officer O/o Municipal Council, Jaiton, Distt-Faridkot
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Satnam Singh Sebhan,

S/o Kartar Singh,

Vill-Tandi, P,O.Laroya,

Distt-Jalandhar.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Jalandhar.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Jalandhar.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1542 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Satnam Singh, the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Mohamd Iqbal, Panchayat Secy., and Sh. Bhupinder Singh, BDPO on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.
The information demanded by the Complainant as per his application dated 31.12.2009 with the PIO, O/o BDPO, Bhogpur, Distt-Jalandhar regarding seventeen items.
  As the desired information was not supplied, the instant complaint was filed on 05.06.2010 before the Commission. 

3.
In the first hearing dated 28.07.2011, it was observed that neither the Respondent nor his representative was present.  Respondent had not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence. Complainant stated that no inforamtion had been given to him and Respondent-PIO was asked to show cause as to why action should not be taken against him for not providing the information in time and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him on account of the delay in supplying the information.  

4.
Today in the Commission, Respondent has provided information to the Complainant after lapse of more than one year and nine months. Complainant is advised to point out the deficiencies in the information provided by the Respondent. Respondent 
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is directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing.

5.
Sh. Bhupinder Singh states that he has recently joined as BDPO and Sh. Sewa Singh was the BDPO-cum-PIO at that time when the RTI application was filed. Presently he is posted in the office of Block Development and Panchayat Office, Mehatpur, Distt-Jalandhar as a BDPO. 

6.
A careful perusal of the documents placed on record of the instant case shows beyond doubt that the information request has not been properly dealt with by the PIO and his staff. They have been quite remiss in the performance of their duties. The Respondent has taken their own sweet time in supplying the information. We find that PIO –cum-BDPO Sh. Sewa Singh (PIO at the time when information was sought by the complainant) and his staff (Sh. Mohamad Iqbal Shali, Panchayat Secretary, deemed PIO) are responsible for the delay in providing the information. They were, therefore, asked to explain their position by way of filing affidavits in this behalf as also to show why action be not taken against them under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act 2005. PIO and deemed PIO have failed to file any reply in response to the show cause order, despite the fact that the order of the Commission to this effect was sent to him. The PIO and deemed PIO have, therefore, become liable to be penalized under Section 20(1) RTI Act 2005.

7.
 Though, in the facts and circumstances of case, a penalty of Rs. 25000/- could be imposed on the PIO and on the deemed PIO . However, I impose a penalty of Rs. 5,000/- (Rupees Five Thousand Only) on Sh. Sewa Singh, BDPO-cum-PIO (at the time information sought by the complainant) and Rs. 5,000/- (Rupees Five Thousand Only) on Sh. Mohamad Iqbal Shali, Panchayat Secretary.

8.
This amount shall be paid by the Sh. Sewa Singh, PIO-cum-BDPO (at the time inforamtion sought) and Sh. Mohamad Iqbal Shali, Panchayat Secretary (deemed PIO) as their personal liability. District Development and Panchayat Officer, Jalandhar shall ensure that this amount of penalty is deducted from the salary of Sh. Sewa Singh, 
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PIO-cum-BDPO (at the time inforamtion sought, now working as a BDPO O/o BDPO, Mehatpur, Distt-Jalandhar) and Sh. Mohamad Iqbal Shali, Panchayat Secretary (deemed PIO)  and deposited in the Treasury under the relevant head.

9.
Adjourned to 07.10.11 (11.00 AM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
                                                      (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 2nd September, 2011

CC: 
1. Sh. Sewa Singh, O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Mehatpur, 
        Distt-Jalandhar.
    2. Sh. Mohamad Iqbal Shali, Panchayat Secretary, Jalandhar 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Darshan Singh,

184-B, Punjabi Bagh,

Patiala.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Patiala.
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1941 of 2011

Present:             (i) Sh. Darshan Singh the Complainant.

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

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 21.12.2010, but still complete information has not been provided to him.  Neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.  PIO has failed to provide the complete information to the Complainant after lapse of nine months.  
3.
In view of the foregoing, Sh. Baljit Singh Sohi, BDPO, Patiala-cum-PIO is directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.

(iii)
Why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 

4.
Respondent/PIO is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. Respondent/PIO is also directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith complete information.

5.
Adjourned to 07.10.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
 
Sd/-
                                                                             (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 2nd September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Darshan Singh,

184-B, Punjabi Bagh,

Patiala.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Patiala.
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1938 of 2011

Present:             (i) Sh. Darshan Singh the Complainant.

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

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 18.11.2010, but still, no information has been provided to him.  Neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.  PIO has failed to provide the complete information to the Complainant after lapse of ten months.  

3.
In view of the foregoing, Sh. Baljit Singh, DDPO, Patiala-cum-PIO is directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.

(iii)
Why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 

4.
Respondent/PIO is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. Respondent/PIO is also directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith complete information.

5.
Adjourned to 07.10.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
 
Sd/-
                                                                             (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 2nd September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Parbodh Chander Bali,

16-Shiv Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o General Manager,

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Ludhiana.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1961 of 2011

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

  (ii) Sh. Kuldeep Singh, Junior Assistant  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant has sent a fax message that he is unable to attend today’s hearing and has submitted that no information has been provided to him till date.  Respondent states that in response to the application dated 30.05.2011, action taken report was sent on 13.06.2011.  He further states that  Complainant has not deposited the RTI fee.  Complainant is advised to deposit the RTI fee as fixed by the Govt. to get the remaining information.  Respondent is directed that on deposit of RTI fee by the Complainant, information be provided to him.  Information as submitted by the Respondent today in the Commission be sent to the Complainant alongwith the order of the Commission.
3.          In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
 

Sd/-
                                                                             (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 2nd September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Satpal (Retd SDM),

Lane No.2, Punia,

Opp. Railway Bridge,

Dhuri Road, Sangrur.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (SE),

Sangrur.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1959 of 2011

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

  (ii) Sh. Ramesh Kumar Chawla, Adam Officer on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.

The Respondent states that the sought for information has already been given to the Complainant and has shown the acknowledgment given by the Complainant in token of having received the information.  Since, the information stands supplied.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
 
Sd/-
                                                                             (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 2nd September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Vajir Chand,

BDPO (Retd),

Mohalla Lamini,
Ward No.8, Pathankot.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Rural Development and

Panchayat Officer, SAS Nagar,

Mohali.
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1957 of 2011

Present:             (i) Sh. Vajir Chand the Complainant.

                          (ii) Sh. Ashok Kumar, Suptd on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has been provided to the Complainant.  Complainant states that he has received the same and is satisfied.  Since, the information stands supplied.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent o the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
 
Sd/-
                                                                             (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 2nd September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Siyast Sidhu,

S/o SH. Lal Singh,

# 413/16, Shekhpura Basti,

O/S Sunami Gate, Sangrur.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Chairman,

Selection Committee-cum-

DPI (EE), SEO-32-34,

Sector-17, Chandigarh. 

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1965  of 2011

Present:             Nemo for the parties.

ORDER


Complainant has sent a fax message that he is unable to attend today’s hearing. He has further submitted that incomplete information has been provided to him. Neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.  Respondent is directed to provide complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
2.      Adjourned to 07.10.2011(11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
 

Sd/-
                                                                             (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 2nd September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarlochan Singh Bhatia,

Retd EXN,

# 850, Urban Estate,

Phase-II, Focal Point,

Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1962 of 2011

Present:             Nemo for the parties.

ORDER


Respondent has submitted that due to urgent election meeting, he is unable to attend today’s hearing.  Respondent has further submitted that the sought for information has been sent to the Complainant.  On the other hand,  Complainant has submitted that inspite of the order of the Commission, PIO/DTO, Ludhiana is adamant not to supply the copy of the Punjab Motor Vehicle Registration Act 1924 (Amend.2007), Class 3(4) according to which Motor Vehicle Registration Tax has to be calculated.  PIO/DTO, Ludhiana has failed to provide the copy of the order.  Respondent is directed to provide complete information to the Complainant within one week, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated. 
2.       Adjourned to 07.10.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
 
Sd/-
                                                                             (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 2nd September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Satwant Singh,

S/o SH. Gurnam Singh,

# 2193, Sector-21/C,
Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secy., to Govt., of Punjab,

Department of Industries and 

Commerce, Chandigarh.
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1951 of 2011

Present:             (i) Sh. S.M.Bhanot on behalf of the Complainant.

                         (ii) Sh. Amrik Singh on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant has authorized Sh. S.M.Bhanot to appear on his behalf for today’s hearing.  He states that he filed an application for information on 02.05.2011, but still no information has been provided to him.  Respondent has sought some more time to provide the information.  Respondent is directed to provide the sought for information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
3.        Adjourned to 13.10.2011 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
 
Sd/-
                                                                             (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 2nd September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

H.No.5-C, Phase-1,

Urban Estate, Focal Point,

Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Institute of Education

And Training, Jagraon (Ludhiana).

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1341 of 2011

Present:                 (i) Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura, the Complainant

     (ii) Smt. Sudesh Bajaj, DEO and Sh. Yogesh Kumar, Clerk  on behalf  of the Respondent.





ORDER


Heard

2.
As directed by the Commission in the hearing dated 02.08.2011, Smt. Sudesh Bajaj, DEO (SE) has filed an affidavit, today in the Commission.  Copy of the same is taken on record. Another copy of the same is handed over to the Complainant, today in the Commission. Arguments heard.  Judgment is reserved.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

                               

                        State Information Commissioner


Sd/-
                                                      (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 2nd September, 2011

CC:   Smt. Sudesh Bajaj, District Education Officer (SE), Ludhiana.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. J.S.Paul,

Lt. Col Retd.,

President Punjab Leather Federation,

11, Leather Complex,

Jalandhar.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Managing Director,

Punjab Small Industries and Export,

Corporation Ltd., Udyog Bhawan,

Sector-17-A, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Managing Director,

Punjab Small Industries and Export,

Corporation Ltd., Udyog Bhawan,

Sector-17-A, Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 446 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. J.S.Paul, the Appellant



(ii) Sh. Sunil Narang, Section Officer on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard
2.
Appellant states that as directed by the Commission in the last hearing dated 03.06.2011, Respondent has not provided him complete information.  Respondent has sought some more time to trace the record.  Respondent is directed to make efforts to trace the record and provide complete information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing. 
3.
Adjourned to 13.10.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)



                                               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
                                                      (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 2nd September, 2011
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mandeep Singh,

# 1013, Phase-4,

Mohali.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Assistant Registrar,

Cooperative Societies,

Mohali.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No 1945 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Mandeep Singh, the Complainant



(ii) Sh. Amrik Singh, Section Officer on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard
2.
Complainant states that incomplete information has been provided to him.  Respondent states that information as available in the record has been provided.  Since, Complainant has not sought specific information, the only alternative available is that Complainant should inspect the record and point out document which relates to the sought for information.
3.
Complainant is advised to visit the office of the Respondent on any working day to inspect the record.  Respondent is directed to show complete record to the Complainant whenever he visit his office.

4.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)



                                               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
                                                      (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 2nd September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harpal Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurdev Singh,

Vill-Ladhubhana,

P.O.Udoke, Tehsil-Batala,

Distt-Gurdaspur, Pb.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Batala.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1510 of 2011

Present :
(i) Sh. Harpal Singh, the complainant 



(ii) Sh. Jaspal Singh, Panchayat Secretary on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
The information demanded by the Complainant as per his application dated 28.10.2010 with the PIO, O/o BDPO, Batala  is as under:- 


“ The details of auction of Panchayat Land from 2007 onwards to whom this land is given on contruct (theke) and on what rate is given and total amount of contract/ Theke year wise from 2007 todate and the amount spent on what account year wise by the Panchayat.”
3.
  As the desired information was not supplied, the instant complaint was filed on 20.05.2011 before the Commission. 
4.
In the first hearing dated 28.07.2011, it was observed that neither the Respondent nor his representative was present.  Respondent had not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence. Complainant was stated that no inforamtion had been given to him and Respondent-PIO was asked to show cause  as to why action be not taken against him for not providing the information in time and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him on account of the delay in supplying the information.  
5.
On 09.06.2011, the BDPO, Batala has transferred the application of the Complainant to Sh. Jaspal Singh, Panchayat Secretary as per section 6(3) of the RTI Act 2005 after more than seven months.
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5.
Today in the Commission, Respondent has provided some information to the Complainant after lapse of more than ten months. Complainant is advised to point out the deficiencies in the information provided by the Respondent. Respondent is directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing.

6.
It is found from the office of BDPO that Sh. Baljit Singh has joined as BDPO on 27.08.2011 and Sh. Paramjit Singh was BDPO-cum-PIO at that time when the RTI application was filed. Presently he is working in the office of Director Rural Development and Panchayat Office, Mohali. 

7.
A careful perusal of the documents placed on record of the instant case shows beyond doubt that the information request has not been properly dealt with by the PIO and his staff. They have been quite remiss in the performance of their duties. The Respondent has taken their own sweet time in supplying the information. We find that PIO –cum-BDPO Sh. Paramjit Singh (PIO at the time when information was sought by the complainant) and his staff (Sh. Jaspal Singh, Panchayat Secretary, deemed PIO) are responsible for the delay in providing the information. They were, therefore, asked to explain their position by way of filing affidavits in this behalf as also to show why action be not taken against them under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act 2005. PIO and deemed PIO have failed to file any reply in response to the show cause order, despite the fact that the order of the Commission to this effect was sent to him. The PIO and deemed PIO have, therefore, become liable to be penalized under Section 20(1) RTI Act 2005.

8.
 Though, in the facts and circumstances of case, a penalty of Rs. 25000/- could be imposed on the PIO and on the deemed PIO . Accordingly, I impose a penalty of Rs. 10,000/- (Rupees Ten Thousand Only) on Sh. Paramjit Singh, BDPO-cum-PIO (at the time information sought by the complainant) and Rs. 10,000/- (Rupees Ten Thousand Only)on Sh. Jaspal Singh, Panchayat Secretary.
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9.
This amount shall be paid by the Sh. Paramjit Singh, PIO-cum-BDPO (at the time inforamtion sought) and Sh. Jaspal Singh, Panchayat Secretary (deemed PIO) as their personal liability. Director Rural Development and Panchayat shall ensure that this amount of penalty is deducted from the salary of Sh. Paramjit Singh, PIO-cum-BDPO (at the time inforamtion sought, now working with the office of Director Rural Development Panchayat, Mohali) and Sh. Jaspal Singh, Panchayat Secretary (deemed PIO)  and deposited in the Treasury under the relevant head.

10.
Adjourned to 13.10.11 (11.00 AM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)



                                               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
                                                      (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 2nd September, 2011

CC: 1. Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali

2. Sh. Paramjit Singh, O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Vikas   Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali

3. Sh. Jaspal Singh, Panchayat Secretary, O/o Block Development and Panchayat    Officer, Batala.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Gurmukh Singh,

S/o Sh. Santokh Singh,

R/o Village-Kaimbuala,

Police Station, Sector-3,

Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1390 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Shakti Paul Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant

                       (ii) Sh. Balwinder Singh, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
Heard 

2.
Respondent has provided some more documents to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant is advised to point out the deficiencies in the information provided by the Respondent. Respondent is directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 13.10.2011 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)



                                               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
                                                      (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 2nd September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,

# 10904, Basant Road,

Near Gurudwara, Bhagwanti Industrial Area-B,

Ludhiana-3.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner, Finance Deptt,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1552 of 2011

Present:-
(i) Sh. Gulshan, the Complainant 



(ii) Sh. Harish Bhagat, APIO on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.
On the last date of hearing, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause. Today, Respondent has filed the reply, which is taken on record.

3.
Respondent has submitted the affidavit of Sh. Yash Pal Anand and Sh. Paramjit  Kaur, Recipient & Dispatch Clerk O/o Deputy Controller (Finance Accounts), Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and copies of the dispatch register from 17.02.2011 to 30.06.2011, which shows that application of the Complainant was not received in their office.  Respondent states that information was supplied on the complaint received alongwith the notice of hearing.  Complainant is advised to submit proof of submission of application in the office of the Respondent.
4.        Adjourned to 13.10.2011 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)



                                               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
                                                      (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 2nd September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurjailpal Singh,

S/o Sh. Balwant Singh,

W.No.11, Ahemdgarh,

Sangrur.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Rural Development and 

Panchayat Officer, Sector-62,

SAS Nagar, Mohali;
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1944 of 2011

Present:-
(i) Gurjailpal Singh, the Complainant 

                       (ii) Smt. Raksha, Sr. Assistant and Sh. Harjeet Singh, Steno on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant. Complainant states that he has received the inforamtion.

3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)



                                               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
                                                      (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 2nd September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Arshdeep Singh Virk,

Virk House, South City Road,

Ayali Khurd, Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Bathinda.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1378 of 2011

Present : 
(i) Sh. Arshdeep Singh Virk, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Bhupinder Singh, DTO, the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard 
2.
Sh. Bhupinder Singh, DTO personally appeared and states that Sh. Amandeep Bansal was the DTO at the time information was sought by the Complainant. Presently he is working as SDM, Sangrur. Since, Sh. Amandeep Bansal was the PIO at the time information was sought and he is responsible for not supplying the information within the statutorily prescribed period of time.
3.
In view of the foregoing, Sh. Amandeep Bansal (PIO at the time information sought by the complainant) is directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.

(iii)
Why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 

4
Sh. Amandeep Bansal is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. Present i.e. Sh. Bhupinder Singh, DTO is directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
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5.
Adjourned to 13.10.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post. 

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)



                                                   State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
                                                      (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 2nd September, 2011

CC: Sh. Amandeep Bansal, SDM, Sangrur

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jatinder Mohan Rishi,

Rishi Niwas, Ward No.4,

Dasuya, Distt-Hoshiarupr.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Dasuya-cum-Election Registrar Officer,

Dasuya, Distt-Hoshiarpur.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2202 of 2011

Present : 
(i) Sh. Jatinder Mohan Rishi, the Complainant



(ii) Sh. Kuldip Chand, SDA on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard 
2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant. Complainant states that he has received the inforamtion.

3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)



                                               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
                                                      (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 2nd September, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Gurnam Singh,

S/o Sh. Sadu Singh, 

Shankar Nagar (Fatehgarh Road),

Hoshiarpur - 146001

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayat

Vikas Bhawan, Mohali

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 898 of 2011

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



(ii) Sh. Ashok Kumar, Suptd. Grade-I on behalf of the Respondent  

ORDER

Heard

2.
On the last date of hearing, Respondent stated that sought for information had already been sent to the Complainant on 06.06.2011 and Respondent was directed to send another copy of the inforamtion to the Complainant through registered post. Today, Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. It is presumed that Complainant has received the information and is satisfied.

3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)



                                               State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
                                                      (Chander Parkash)

                                                                 State Information Commissioner 

Dated: 2nd September, 2011

