STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Om Parkash  Bhatia,

C/o Shri Rajinder Bhatia,

# 159, Opposite Mata Gujri Park,

Guru Tegh Bahadur Nagar, 

Jalandhar City – 144003.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC -3817/2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri  Harinder Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Harpal Singh, Clerk,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that as per the orders  of the Commission,  penalty amount of Rs. 5,000/-(Five thousand only) has been deducted from the salary of Shri Jatinder Singh, Executive Officer-cum-PIO for the month of May, 2010 but the salary has not been paid to him as yet. 
2.

Since the orders of the Commission have been complied with,  the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 08. 06. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
               
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Jeet Singh, 

# 205, Patel Nagar,

Near Bibi Wala Chowk, 

Bathinda – 151001.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Bathinda.




 Respondent

CC - 229/2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri  Mohinder Kataria, Accountant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent places on record a copy of stay orders passed by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court and states that the next date of hearing is 04.08.2010. 
2.

The Respondent is directed to intimate the Commission about the proceedings on the next date of hearing, which will take place on 04.08.2010.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 05.08.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 08. 06. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
                  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Kanwar Dalip Singh Baweja,

R/o C-2315, Ranjit Avenue, Amritsar.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Amritsar.





 Respondent

CC - 70/2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. 
ORDER

1.

The Complainant vide his letter dated 03.06.2010, addressed to Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab,  has requested the Hon’ble C.I.C.  to transfer this case to some other court, preferably to the Bench of Shri Darbara Singh Kahlon, SIC.
2.

As per the request of the Complainant, the Hon’ble C.I.C. may transfer this case to some other Bench as the undersigned too is not willing to hear this case.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 08. 06. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

CC:

Deputy Registrar, Punjab State Information Commission for    

                    seeking appropriate orders from the Hon’ble C.I.C. for transferring
                    this case to some other Bench.                  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)









                  REGISTERED
Shri Manjit Singh , IAS(Retd.),

# 253, Sector: 16-A, Chandigarh.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.




 Respondent
CC - 1686 /2010

Present:
Shri Manjit Singh, IAS(Retd.) available on telephone.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Manjit Singh, the Complainant, informs the Commission on telephone that due to serious ailment he is not able to attend the proceedings in person in the court room as he cannot climb up the stairs and further informs  that no information has been supplied to him by the PIO as yet.  He assures that he will send his written submission relating to this case today.
2.

Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.06.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 08. 06. 2010



      State Information Commissioner            
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)










REGISTERED
Shri Raghu Nath,

S/o Shri Nisha Ram,

R/O Dera Bhaniaran Wala,

Village: Dhamana, Block: Nurpur Bedi,

Tehsil: Anandpur Sahib, District: Ropar.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Nurpur Bedi, Tehsil: Anandpur Sahib, 

District: Ropar.







 Respondent

CC - 1556/2010

Present:
Shri Raghu Nath, Complainant, in person.


None is present on  behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 11.05.2010, when a show case notice was issued to Shri Charanjit Singh Walia, BDPO-cum-PIO for imposing penalty upon him for the delay in the supply of information and for awarding compensation to the Complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him. Copies of the orders dated 11.05.2010 sent by registered post to the complainant and to Ms. Santosh Devi, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat Katta Baas Chabrewal have been received back with the remarks of the Postal Authorities, which are not legible. 
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2.

Viewing the absence of the Respondent seriously, it is directed that in case no response is received from the PIO with reference to the show-cause notice issued to him, decision regarding imposing penalty upon the PIO and awarding compensation to the Complainant will be taken ex-parte on the next date of hearing. 
3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 17.06.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 08. 06. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

5.

After the hearing is over, Shri Gurnetar Singh, BDPO-cum-PIO, Nurpur Bedi and Shri Harpal Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Village: Katta Baas Chabrewal appear before the Commission. They submit that they have got late due to break down of their vehicle. Shri Gurnetar Singh informs the Commission that he has been given the additional charge of the post of  BDPO-cum-PIO, Nurpur Bedi  in place of Shri Charanjot Walia.
6.

The PIO submits a copy of the information running into 34 sheets excluding covering letter, which is retained in the Commission file for delivering 
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the same to the Complainant on the next date of hearing.  Shri Gurnetar Singh, BDPO-cum-PIO, Nurpur Bedi  is directed to make his written submission on the next date of hearing in response to show-cause notice issued to Shri Charanjot Walia, the then BDPO-cum-PIO to explain reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him.  The PIO is informed that the case has been fixed for further hearing on 17.06.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 08. 06. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


CC:
1.
Director, Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab, Vikas   

                      Bhawan, Sector:62, Mohali.

     

2. District Development and Panchayat Officer, Ropar.   

3.  Shri Gurnetar Singh, Block Development and Panchayat Officer-cum-PIO, Nurpur Bedi, Tehsil: Anandpur Sahib, District: Ropar.   
4.
Ms. Santosh Devi, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Katta Baas Chabrewal, Tehsil: Anandpur Sahib, District: Ropar.                       
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)










REGISTERED
Shri Harjinder Jit Singh,

S/o Shri Surinder Singh,

R/o Village: Thikriwal Ucha,

Block: Kahnunwan, 

Tehsil & District: Gurdaspur.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Gurdaspur.








 Respondent

CC - 1528/2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri  Manjinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary and Shri Vijay Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the information supplied to the Complainant on the last date of hearing is the only information which is available with them relating to the instant case.  He further states that the other utilization certificates have not been issued so far as the works have not been completed as yet and the final measurements have not yet been recorded.  He further states that no utilization certificate can be supplied  to the Complainant till the  final measurements are recorded and final payments are released. 
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2.

As per the directions issued by the Commission,  the Respondent places on record original Resolution Register,  which is perused in the court today.   A  perusal of the Resolution Register, reveals that the record has been 
 tempered with by Ms. Gurvinder Kaur, Sarpanch. Shri Manjinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary states that the amount of Resolution has been changed from Rs. 10,000/-(Ten thousand)  to Rs. 50,000/-(Fifty thousand). More-over, page No. 48 of the Resolution Register has been left blank which has  thumb impression of an unknown individual and signatures of Shri Kashmir Masih at the bottom of the page. A perusal of case file  vis-à-vis Resolution Register reveals that some embezzlement has been made by Ms. Gurvinder Kaur, Sarpanch after tempering with the record. 
3.

Accordingly, District Development and Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur is directed to conduct an inquiry into the matter and send the Inquiry Report to the Commission for record. Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab is directed to take necessary action against erring officers/officials on the basis of the inquiry report, as and when it becomes available. 
4.

Shri Manjinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary is directed to hand over Resolution Register to Shri Satish Chander Vashisht,  District Development and Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur for conducting the  inquiry into  the matter.
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5.

Since the information, available on record,  stands provided to the , the Complainant and no other information is available with Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Kahnunwan, the  case is disposed of.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 08. 06. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

CC:

1.
Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab,



Vikas Bhawan, Sector:62, Mohali.
2.     Shri Satish Chander Vashisht, District Development and  

     Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur.
     

3.
Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Kahnunwan, 




District: Gurdaspur.
4.
Shri Manjinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Village: Thikriwala Ucha, P.O. Qadian, Tehsil and District: Gurdaspur.

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurbinder Singh,

House No. HL-84, Phase-I,

SAS Nagar (Mohali)-160055.




      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director,

Punjab Land Dev. & Reclamation Corporation,
SCO No. 835-836, Sector 22A, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.1678/2010

Present:
Shri Gurbinder Singh, complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Gurbinder Singh filed an application with the PIO of office of Managing Director, Punjab Land Development and Reclamation Corporation on 15.03.2010 and asked specific information on three points.  After getting no response from the PIO, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 05.05.2010 which was received in the Commission office on the same date against diary No. 8846.  Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

The Complainant states that he had a personal meeting with Managing Director and Manager Finance after the expiry of stipulated period of 30 days from the date of submission of application for seeking information. He further states that no information has been supplied to him till date. He submits 
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that the directions may be issued to the Respondent-PIO to supply the information and show-cause notice may be issued to the PIO for imposing penalty upon him for not supplying the information and he may be given compensation for the loss and detriment suffered by him due to non-receipt of information demanded by him, which is very much available in the public domain of Punjab Land Development & Reclamation Corporation Limited, Sector: 22, Chandigarh.




3.                  As none is present on behalf of respondent and no information has been supplied to the Complainant so far,   I, therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIO  to show cause as to  why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for the  delay in supplying the information and for not attending the court proceedings.  The respondent is directed to file his written submission showing cause as afore-mentioned within 10(ten) days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on  17.06.2010 in court No.1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.

 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:08-06-2010


         State Information Commissioner


     
     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Baldev Singh Kore,

BDPO(Retd.), House No. 1945/7,

Opp. Civil Hospital, Ropar.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development and Panchayat

Officer, Ropar.







 Respondent

CC No. 962 /2010

Present:
Shri Baldev Singh Kore, complainant, in person.



Shri Sukhjinder Singh, Advocate, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Ld. Counsel on behalf of respondent, Shri Charanjot Singh , Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Ropar places on record a written submission running into 13 sheets including some documents as annexure R-1, R-2, R-3, R-4, R-5, R-6 and R-7 which is taken on record. One copy of the written submission is handed over to the complainant in the court in my presence. Ld.Counsel on behalf of BDPO pleads that the application was transferred under Section 5 of the RTI Act to the Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Manak Majra to supply the requisite information as per the demand of the complainant.

2.

From the perusal of the written submission, it brings out that 
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Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Manak Majra, vide letter dated 12.10.2009, addressed to the BDPO has intimated that the information demanded by the complainant is not available in the record of the Gram Panchayat, Manak Majra. He further states that the resolution register relating to the period from 28.10.1983 to 22.12.1989, and 26.08.1994 to 17.11.2003 has not been received by the Gram Panchayat from the previous Gram Panchayat.  He  states that the resolution dated 06.01.1986 is not available in the record. Sarpanch has informed the officials/ higher authorities many times that the record dated 06.01.1986 is not available. However, it transpires that Shri Baldev Singh Kore, BDPO (retd.)  complainant, as per annexure-4, has refused to receive the information  which was to be delivered on 02.12.2009 by Shri Jasbir Singh.  Shri Jasbir Singh further stated that Shri Baldev Singh was not at home and the occupants have refused to take the letter. As per annexure R-1, the report of Shri Jasbir Singh Mali-cum-chowkidar that on 05.10.2009, he went to the house of Shri Baldev Singh, who refused to take the delivery of the letter and stated that he will take the documents at Chandigarh. Again on 23.12.2009, as per annexure-3, Shri Jasbir Singh has reported that  the complainant, Shri Baldev Singh refused to take the delivery of the letter.  

3.

On the perusal of the submission  it transpires that the information has been deliberately delayed by the Sarpanch-cum-PIO of Gram Panchayat, Manak Majra. He is hereby directed to show cause as to why a penalty be not
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imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information. 

4.
    I, therefore, call upon Shri Satnam Singh, Sarpanch,the Respondent-PIO  to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for delay in supplying the information. The respondent is directed to file his written submission showing cause as afore-mentioned within 15 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party.

5.

The matter regarding imposition of penalty on the BDPO, Ropar and Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Manak Majra will be decided on the next date of hearing.  The BDPO is directed to get the inquiry conducted with regard to the missing of record of village panchayat, Manak Majra as per the written submission made by the Sarpanch vide letter dated 12.10.2009 addressed to the BDPO, Ropar and to take action against the defaulters. Copy of the orders be sent to the BDPO, Ropar and Shri Satnam Singh, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Manak Majra. Shri Baldev Singh is also directed to produce the original record as available with him for the perusal of the Commission.

6.

The case is fixed for 17.06.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and BDPO,Ropar and Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Manak Majra.










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:08-06-2010


         State Information Commissioner




CC: Shri Charanjot Singh, BDPO, Ropar.


        Shri Satnam Singh, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Manak Majra,


        PO. Rangeelpur, Distt. Ropar.


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Baldev Singh,

House No. 2A, Income Tax Colony,

Chhoti Bara Dari, Patiala.





      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Director, Panchayati Raj,

Zila Parishad, Patiala.






 Respondent

AC No. 81 /2010

Present:
Shri Baldev Singh, appellant, in person.



Ms. Parminder Kaur, Senior Assistant, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was disposed of on 18.03.2010. However, on the request of Shri Baldev Singh vide letter dated 15.05.2010, which was received in the commission office on 20.05.2010 vide receipt No. 10036, case was re-opened and notice of hearing was sent to both the parties for today.

2.

The respondent, on behalf of Deputy Director, Zila Parishad, places on record a letter No. DA-2/10/2117, dated 07.06.2010 along with five sheets of documents, which is taken on the record.

3.

From the perusal of the case, it reveals that the appellant filed an application with the PIO of Gram Panchayat, Majra Manna Singhwala on 01.10.2010.  The appellant states that the information supplied to him running 
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into 46 sheets is un-authenticated. Moreover, the respondent has got deposited Rs.455/- (Rupees Four hundred fifty-five only) towards the cost of information of 46 sheets.  However, as per the Punjab Government Right to Information Rules, 2007, the fee is to be charged @ of Rs.2/- (Rupees Two only) per page if the information is supplied within a period of 30 days. On the perusal of case file, it reveals that the information has been supplied after the expiry of stipulated period of 30 days, therefore, the respondent should have supplied the information free of cost.

4.

Now it is directed that the amount of Rs. 455/- charged from Shri Baldev Singh be refunded to him within a period of 15 days and the information supplied earlier, be authenticated by the competent authority. If the appellant wants new information, he should file a new application with the concerned PIO. The respondent is directed to note for future that the information should be supplied free of cost if it is supplied after the expiry of 30 days period.

5.

On the consent of both the parties, the case is disposed of.  
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:08-06-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri D.C.Gupta,

General Secretary, Suchna Adhikar Manch,

778, Urban Estate, Phase-1, Patiala.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Patiala.




 Respondent

CC No. 441 /2190

Present:
Shri D.C.Gupta, complainant, in person.



Shri Naresh Kumar, Planning Officer-cum-APIO, on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

Case was disposed of on 09.06.2009 on the assurance of Shri A.K.Singla, the then Superintending Engineer-cum-PIO that the information, relating to para 6 of the application of Shri D.C.Gupta, will be  supplied within a week. After getting no information, he filed a new application with SPIO on 21.10.2009 with the fee of Rs. 10/- (RupeesTen only) in the shape of Indian Postal Order No. 83E-153684, dated 20.08.2009.  After getting no response on the new application as well as the orders of the commission dated 09.06.2009, he filed a complaint with the commission on 24.12.2009 and again a reminder was sent to the Commission on 09.04.2010 which was received in the commission office on 19.04.2010 against diary No. 7143.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was sent to both the parties for today.
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2.

Commission has taken a serious view that inspite of assurance given by Shri A.K.Singla, the then S.E.-cum-PIO, the requisite information has not been supplied.  A show cause notice is issued to Shri A.K.Singla, S.E. for not obeying the orders of the Commission dated 09.06.2009 and to submit his written submission so as to reach the commission office within a period of 15 days.

3.

Shri Naresh Kumar, Planning officer-cum-APIO places his written submission in which he has stated that the then PIO, Shri A.K.Singla, Superintending Engineer, has been transferred to Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.  He further states that they have identified 91 parks/ open spaces which have been occupied illegally by the occupants. Out of 91 cases, they have identified 49 persons who have occupied parks/ open spaces illegally and show cause notices have been issued to them. Respondent pleads that the information relating to the list of 91 encroachers and identification of 49 persons who have occupied open spaces un-authorisedly, will be supplied to the complainant within a period of two weeks.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.06.2010 in court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and also to Shri A.K.
Singla, Superintending Engineer, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:08-06-2010


         State Information Commissioner





CC: Shri A.K.Singla, Superintending Engineer, Municipal 


Corporation, Ludhiana.

       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr.Rajinder Kumar Singla,

c/o Mr. Jatinder Moudgil,

E.1/12, Punjab University, Chandigarh-14.


      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Local Government, Punjab,

Juneja Building, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.  1362/2009

Present:
Dr. Rajinder Kumar Singla, complainant, in person.



Shri Harinder Singh, APIO and Shri Harpal Singh, on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

In this case certain information has been demanded by Dr. Rajinder Kumar  Singla from the PIO of the office of Director Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh. The case has been heard on 07.08.2009, 22.09.2009, 08.10.2009, 03.11.2009, 01.12.2009, 12.01.2010, 16.02.2010, 09.03.2010, 06.04.2010, 13.04.2010 and 11.05.2010  and on each hearing an interim order has been issued to both the parties.

3.

The application of the Complainant was transferred to the PIO of the office of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana under Section 6(3) of RTI Act, 2005 by
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the Director Local Government, Punjab after 112 days instead of 5 days as has been prescribed under Section 6(3) of RTI Act, 2005. 
4.

During hearing on 03.11.2009,  a show-cause notice was issued to the PIO of the office of Director Local Government for imposing penalty on him under Section 20(1)  for the delay in the supply of information and for awarding compensation under Section 19(8)(b)  to the Complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him.

5.

During hearing on 16.02.2010 Shri Nirmal Singh Mavi, the then Under Secretary-cum-PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Local Government informed the Commission that the information has been supplied to the Complainant by the PIO of the office of Improvement Trust Ludhiana vide Memo. No. LIT/617, dated 09.02.2010 but the Complainant stated that he has not received the same as yet. The Complainant submitted his observations on the information supplied to him stating that the information supplied to him so far is incomplete and the documents shown as attached with the letter have not reached him as yet. 
6.

During hearing on 06.04.2010 the Respondent appearing on behalf of Improvement Trust Ludhiana brought to the notice of the Commission that  Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab, has issued a Notification No. 8/71/105-LG-4/2259, dated 20.11.2009 vide which Executive Officers of 
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Improvement Trusts have been appointed as PIOs under RTI Act and accordingly Shri Jatinder Singh, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust Ludhiana 
was directed to supply the requisite  information to the Complainant by 13.04.2010 complete in all respects. 
7.

During hearing on 13.04.2010, Shri Jatinder Singh, E.O.-cum-PIO was not present and he was again issued show-cause notice for imposing penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day for not supplying the information to the Complainant and for awarding suitable compensation to the Complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 and he was directed to send his reply within 15 days. Directions were also given to initiate necessary action under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 against all the concerned  officers/officials responsible for the delay in the supply of information. Notice was also issued to the then PIO of the office of Director Local Government Punjab to explain reasons as to why application of the Complainant was not transferred to the concerned authority within stipulated period of 5 days. 
8.

On 11.05.2010 Shri Jatinder Singh, Executive Officer-cum-PIO appeared before the Commission but did not make his written submission in response to show-cause notice issued to him.  In view of the written submission made by the Complainant detailed arguments/deliberations were held and Shri Jatinder Singh, Executive Officer-cum-PIO  was directed to supply the complete 
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information to the Complainant by 31.05.2010  in the light of  the deliberations held in the court vis-à-vis the inspection of the record made by the Complainant 
during hearing in the court and the observations submitted by him on 13.04.2010. 
The PIO was informed that question of imposing penalty will be considered on the next date of hearing i.e. today  after receiving his written submission in response to show-cause notice issued to him.

9.

Today, Shri Jatinder Singh, E.O.-cum-PIO is again not present nor he has sent his written submission in response to show-cause notice issued to him. Even information on the basis of deliberations held on 11.05.2010 in his presence  has not been supplied to the Complainant. The Complainant makes his written submission dated 08.06.2010, which is taken on record vide which he has submitted as under:-
(1)
A penalty under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act,2005 may be imposed upon the PIO of the office of Director Local Government, Punjab as he had taken 112 days to transfer his application to the PIO of the office of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana as against 5 days prescribed under section 6(3) of the Act ibid.

(2)      A penalty under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 may be
          imposed upon the PIO of the office of Improvement Trust 
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         Ludhiana for not supplying the complete information inspite of 
12 hearings held in the instant case so far. More-over, the 

PIO has not bothered to submit his response to the show-cause notice issued to him and has defied the directions of the Commission given from time to  time. 
(3)
Necessary action under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 may be take  against the officers/officials who willfully flouted the RTI Act in letter as well as in spirit. 

(4)
He may be given suitable compensation as he has been  waiting for the information since 31.03.2009 and had to travel 12 times a to-and-fro distance of 360 Kilometers each time alongwith 3-4 more persons.
(5)
An inquiry under Section 18(2)(3) of the RTI Act may be ordered to be initiated for willful evasion from the disclosure of information, attempt to mislead the complainant and presenting falsified record time and again.

10. After going through the submissions made by both the parties, I arrive at the conclusion that Shri Jatinder Singh, Executive Officer-cum-PIO has not at all acted seriously to abide by  the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 as no sincere efforts have been made by him to supply the information within stipulated period of 30 days.  He has rather adopted a very casual approach and 
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even  defied the directions of the Commission to the extent that he has not replied to the show-cause notice so far,  issued to him by the Commission.  Therefore, I am fully convinced that justice demands a severe penalty upon the PIO for its open defiance of the directions of the Commission vis-à-vis a very lethargic approach adopted by him in supplying the information in the instant case as the Complainant has been suffering since 31.03.2009.  
11.

In view of facts and  circumstances  narrated above, a penalty of Rs. 25,000/-(Twenty five thousand only) is imposed upon Shri Jatinder Singh, Executive Officer-cum-PIO, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana to be deducted in two equal instalments  from his salary for the months of June, 2010 and July,2010 
and deposited in the State Treasury under the following head of Account before the next date of hearing:-



“ Major Head – 0070 – Other Administrative Services -60




Other Services – 800 – Other receipts – 86




Fee under the Right to Information Act, 2005(Penalty)
Besides, it is directed that necessary action be  initiated  under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 against all the concerned  officers/officials responsible for the delay in the supply of information.
12.

So far as the request of the Complainant for giving him compensation for the loss and detriment suffered by him is concerned,  the Complainant  is directed to submit detail of expenses incurred by him in attending 
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the court proceedings in the office of the Commission and after receiving the same from him, the question of awarding compensation will be considered on the 
next date of hearing.

13.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 05.08.2010 at 10.00 A.M.  in Court No.1  on the second floor of  SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.
14.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties. 


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:08-06-2010


                    State Information Commissioner
CC:

1.
Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab,



Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

2. Director Local Government, Punjab,

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building,

Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.

3. Shri Jatinder Singh, Executive Officer, 

Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.
4. Public Information Officer of the office of Principal 

Secretary Local Government , Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh

5.
Public Information Officer of the office  of Director Local Government, Punjab, SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building, Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kamal Anand s/o Sh.Om Parkash Anand,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Sainik Rest House, Sangrur-148001.


      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Director  Local Government, Punjab,

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building, 
Sector 17C, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No.1968/2009
Present:
Shri Kamal Anand, complainant, in person.



Shri Baldeep, Accountant, office of Director Local 




Government, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent has brought the register,  maintained as per the provisions of Punjab Government Right to Information Rules, 2007, which has been perused in the court.  The complainant states that he is satisfied with the progress made by the department for preparing the register as per the proforma prescribed by the Punjab Government.  He further states that instructions may be issued to the respondent to maintain the record and he may be supplied  a copy of the register after completing all the record. Accordingly, it is directed that the PIO will supply photo copy of the register, after completing the same,  to the 
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Complainant with a copy to the Commission.  The Respondent assures the Commission that photo copy of the register, after completing the same, will be supplied to the Complainant. 
3.

On the assurance given by the Respondent to supply the photo copy of the register to the Complainant,  the case is disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 













Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:08-06-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Shri Kamal Anand s/o Sh.Om Parkash Anand,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Sainik Rest House, Sangrur-148001.


      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No. 282 /2010

Present:
Shri Kamal Anand, complainant, in person.



Shri Harjinder Singh, APIO and Shri Harpal Singh, on behalf of 


respondent.
ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The respondent could not produce the original register maintained by the Department.  It is directed that the respondent will complete the record starting from the year 2007 when the rules were framed by the Punjab Government and will produce the original register on the next date of hearing along with the photocopy of the information to be supplied to the complainant.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.06.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 1.00 AM. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:08-06-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Shri Kamal Anand s/o Sh.Om Parkash Anand,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Sainik Rest House, Sangrur-148001.


      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Patiala.





 Respondent

CC No. 283 /2010

Present:
Shri Kamal Anand, complainant, in person.



Shri Basant Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The respondent produces the original register prepared by the office.  One copy of the respondent is handed over to the complainant in the court in my presence. The complainant states that he is satisfied with the progress made in the matter and pleads that the case may be closed.

3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:08-06-2010


         State Information Commissioner



       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karnail Singh s/o Sh. Gurdev Singh,

Village: Basti Bahmnan,

Tehsil Samana, Distt. Patiala.




      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Samana, Distt. Patiala.






 Respondent

CC No. 1432 /2010
Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Nripinder Singh Grewal, BDPO, Samana and Shri Satnam 


Singh, Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO, Gram Panchayat, Basti 


Bahmanan, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri Nripinder Singh Grewal, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Samana places on record his written submission vide letter No. 68, dated 01.06.2010.  In his letter he states that he has visited the village Basti Bahmanan and informs the commission that two sub-mersible pumps have been installed in the village. One pump is near the Dharmshala and the other in front of house of Shri Gurjail Singh,  However, due to shortage of funds, no electric connection has been taken from the Electricity Board for funning these pumps.  He further states that as and when water is required by the villagers, electricity connection is taken from the nearby houses and there is not difficulty in getting the water to the villagers. He further states that he has directed the Panchayat to get the proper 
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connection for the running of these pumps.

2,

He also places on record photocopy of MB record of work done in the village Basti Bahmanan which has been recorded by the Junior Engineer, Shri Rampal Singla.  He states that proper work has been done according to specifications.  The Commission has not received the copy of inquiry report in his office.  As and when the same is received , the same will be sent to the BDPO, Samana for taking necessary action. 

3.

Executive Engineer, Public Works Department (Provincial Division) (B&R) Patiala, is directed to submit his report immediately.

4.

Since the requisite information and written submission has been placed in the case file, the case is disposed of. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:08-06-2010


         State Information Commissioner



6.

After the hearing is over, Shri Karnail Singh, Complainant,  appears before the Commission and photo copy of the Measurement Book is handed over to him as per his demand. 
7.

Since the requisite information stands provided, the case is disposed of.










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:08-06-2010


                 State Information Commissioner

