STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

               SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh


   Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Mrs.Poonam Bedi,

W/o Ish Bedi,

# 115-I, Sarabha Nagar,

Ludhiana.




                                          ………..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, Improvement,

Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.                                                                 -------Respondent

CC No.2308 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Lal Singh, PIO-cum-EO, Shri Harpal Singh and Shri Kapur Deen, Clerks, on behalf of Respondent.


Mrs.Poonam Bedi has filed complaint with the Commission on 22.7.2010 with respect to her RTI application dated 8.3.2010 made to the address of PIO/ O/O E.O., Improvement Trust, Ludhiana seeking information on six items related to the change of ownership of HIG Flat No. 1-GF, 5.53 Acres Scheme. 

2.

Respondent stated that the file is not available with the Department.  On the other hand, Respondent has also submitted that the file is with the Chairman.
3.

Respondent stated that this matter is very suspicious. Complainant is an attorney and not the owner of the Flat. He is asking for transfer of ownership in the name of legal heirs of the deceased allottee Shri Mohinder Singh Sikand. He further submitted that if the complainant has copy of any duplicate document, she may supply to the Respondent and Respondent Department may proceed according to the request of the Complainant Mrs.Poonam Bedi.

4.

Complainant is directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain the matter. 










   Sd/- 
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur) 
Dated: 11.08.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.
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When the case was in progress, Shri S.M.Gulati, Advocate, appeared on behalf of Mrs.Poonam Bedi, Complainant, he stated that Respondent Department has not supplied any information.  He further stated that if the respondent-department has any doubt regarding the genuineness of the document, he should be informed earlier but the Department has never intimated him to this effect.

2
 During hearing it emerges that complainant wants the Respondent to take action on her representation, addressed to the Chairman, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana for transfer of HIG Flat No.1-GF, 5.53 Acres Scheme, Rani Jhansi Road, Ghumar Mandi, Ludhiana in the names of legal heirs Manjitinder Singh, Malwinder Singh and Mrs. Meena Walia.
3.       

It is also directed that complainant will supply legal supporting documents to the Respondent within a week and Respondent will furnish the information to the Complainant.
4.
 
The case is adjourned to 06.09.2010 at 2.00 PM for compliance.
 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









              Sd/-    
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur) 

Dated: 11.08.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

               SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh


   Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Charan Singh,
Panchayat Member,

Vill: Bains, PO: Agyali Kalan,

Tehsil & District, Ludhiana.


                                               --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development &

Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana.                                                                     -------Respondent

CC No.2291 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Charan Singh, Complainant in person.


Shri Navneet Joshi, PIO-cum-BDPO, on behalf of Respondent.


Complainant stated that information has been provided to him to his satisfaction.

2.

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

3.
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










    Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 11.08.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

               SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh


   Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Baldev Singh,

S/o shri Banta Singh,

Ward No.5, Sector: 732-A, 

Payal-141416,

Ludhiana, Punjab.



                                                   --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Dev. & Panchayat Officer,

Doroha, Distt. Ludhiana.                                                                                      -------Respondent

CC No.2185 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Baldev Singh, Complainant in person.
Shri Kanwal Bharti, PIO-cum-Panchayat Secretary,on behalf of     Respondent.


Shri Baldev Singh filed complaint with the Commission on 9.7.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated 11.6.2010, made to the address of PIO/Respondent seeking information that what action has been taken on his complaint filed with the BDPO, Doraha and DDPO, Ludhiana on 18.3.2010 and with the Director Panchayat, Punjab, Chandigarh (Now Mohali), on 19.3.2010, has been taken up today for hearing.

6.th this, directed to provide remaining information to the complainant pertaining to his original application.e of hearing. 


2. 

Shri Kanwal Bharti, PIO-cum-Panchayat Secretary appeared on behalf of Respondent is not well conversant with the case. PIO is hereby directed to file his reply giving reasons of delay in supply of information and provide information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. Any delay on the part of Respondent may call upon penal action under RTI Act, 2005.

3.
 
The case is adjourned to 06.09.2010 at 2.00 PM for compliance.
 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










     Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 11.08.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

               SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh


   Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Kulbir Singh,

S/o Shri Prem Singh,

Village: Phagwanpura,

Road, Tibbi Ravidaspura,

Tehsil : Sunam, Distt. Sangrur.

                                             --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development Officer,

Sunam, District: Sangrur.                                                                         -------Respondent

CC No.2209 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Kulbir Singh, Complainant in person.
Shri Sukhwinder Singh, PIO-cum-BDPO and Shri Param Kumar, PIO-cum-  Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of Respondent.


Complainant filed complaint with the Commission on 2.7.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated 26.10.2009, made to the address of PIO/Respondent has been taken today for hearing.

2.
 
Respondent stated that information has been provided to the Complainant twice on 13.11.2009 and 28.12.2009. Perusal of the record shows that all information has been provided to the Complainant. The Complainant’s contention is that total grant received with the Gram Panchayat Tibbi Ravidas in 2008-2009 has been shown as 1.0 Lakh and that expenditure has been shown as Rs.81,332/- in respect of  NREGA Scheme and remaining amount has been transferred to another Gram Panchayat as the Gram Panchayat Tibbi Ravidas has been unsuccessful to spend the amount. 
3.

Regarding point No.1-Grant of Rs.3.50 lakh was given to Gram Panchayat for disposal of dirty water and provision for Water Supply (drinking water), Respondent stated in this connection that remaining amount, i.e. 38,000/-approximate has been sent back to the Government (O/o BDPO Doraha). He further stated that all record is available in the office that will be provided to the Complainant.
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4.

PIO is directed to provide remaining information to the complainant pertaining to his original application.

5.

With this, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

6.
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










     Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 11.08.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

               SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh


   Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. D.C.Gupta,

# 778, Urban Estate,

Phase-I, Patiala.




                                        --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o PUDA Urban Estate,

Phase-II, Patiala.                                                                                                 -------Respondent
CC No.2206 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri D.C.Gupta, Complainant in person.


Shri Gurdev Singh, JE, on behalf of Respondent.


Information has been provided to the Complainant today in the Commission and he is satisfied with the information, but he stated that considerable delay has been occurred in supply of information. PIO is directed not to repeat such mistake in future. 

2.

In view of above, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

3.
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









                 Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 11.08.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

               SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh


   Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. D.C.Gupta,

# 778, Urban Estate,

Phase-I, Patiala.



                                               --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/ Improvement Trust, 

Patiala.                                                                                                      -------Respondent

CC No.2190 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri D.C.Gupta, Complainant in person.


Shri Basant Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of Respondent.


Information has been provided to the complainant to his entire satisfaction. 2.

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

3.
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










   Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 11.08.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

               SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh


   Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.J.S.Verma,

# B-9/673, Model Town,

Hoshiarpur-146001.



                                             --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, 

PSEB, Patiala, Punjab.                                                                             -------Respondent

CC No.2214 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri S.K.Bansal, Deputy Secretary Finance and Shri Balwant Singh,   Superintendent, PSEB, Patiala, on behalf of Respondent.



Shri J.S.Verma filed complaint with the Commission on 25.6.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated 27.1.2010, made to the address of PIO/Respondent with the grievance that information has not been provided to him to his satisfaction by the PIO, O/o Secretary PSEB,Patiala. 

2.

Complainant sought exemption from personal appearance being ill, which is granted.

3.

On the perusal of the record, it has been seen that information sought is specific that a copy of the Board’s order whereby provisions of order No.19/99 dated 5.4.1999 have been made applicable with effect from 1.1.1996, be supplied to him.

4.

Respondent is directed to provide the specific reply to the Complainant as per his RTI request.  

5.

The case is adjourned to 06.09.2010 at 2.00 PM for compliance.
 

6.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










   Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 11.08.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

               SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh


   Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Sadhu Singh (Ex-Sarpanch),

S/o Shri Chanda Singh,

VPO : Sarhala, Block Majitha,

District : Amritsar.




                                    --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director Rural Dev. & Panchayats,

Punjab, Sector: 62, SAS Nagar, Mohali.                                                   -------Respondent

CC No.2205 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Sadhu Singh, Complainant in person.
Shri Jatinder Singh Brar, PIO-cum-DDPO and Mrs. Satya Devi, Branch   Incharge, on behalf of Respondent.


Shri Sadhu Singh‘s complaint dated 6.7.2010 to the Commission with respect to his RTI application dated 19.11.2009 made to the address of PIO/Respondent, has been taken today for hearing. He sought information as to what action has been taken on his complaint filed with the Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali regarding fraud made by Ex-Sarpanch Shri Ajit Singh and his wife Mrs.Lakhwinder Kaur, ex-Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat Sarhala, Block Majitha.
2.

Complainant submitted that no information has been provided to him till date. Respondent submitted that he has brought photocopies of the information and all these photocopies duly attested and page-marked have been provided to the Complainant. If now the Complainant has any grievance, he can approach to the higher authorities for redressal.

3.

In view of the above, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

4.
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










    Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 11.08.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

               SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh


   Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Inderjit Singh,

S/o Shri Tilak Raj Sahni,

R/o House No.1351-HIG,

Phase-1, Bathinda-151 001.







-------Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Bathinda.




                 -------Respondent

CC No.1986/2010

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Nawab Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of Respondent.



Respondent stated that complainant has visited office, but he has not inspected the record. Photocopies of the information stand provided to him.


2. 
 
The Complainant is not present today. He had due and adequate notice of hearing to be held today through registered post on 26.7.2010,  but he has chosen not to appear himself or through representative nor has he sent any communication, it is presumed that he has received full information and he is satisfied with the same.

3.

Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

4.
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 11.08.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

               SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh


   Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Mukesh Kumar,

S/o Shri Chaman Lal,

VPO: Mullanpur Garib Dass,

Block/Tehsil: Kharar,

District: Mohali.




                                   --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Dev. & Panchayat Office,

Kharar, Distt. Mohali.                                                                                -------Respondent




                     CC No.2183 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Mukesh Kumar, Complainant in person.


Shri Rajvans, PIO-cum-Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of Respondent.


Respondent stated that information has been sent to the Complainant by Courier on 7.8.2010, but the Complainant stated that he has not received information till date. 

2.

One more opportunity is given to the parties to enable Respondent to provide information to the Complainant within 10 days, otherwise proceedings to penalize the PIO, will be initiated against him. 

3.
 
The case is adjourned to 06.09.2010 at 2.00 PM for compliance.
 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









                Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Dated: 11.08.2010
                                               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

               SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh


   Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Com.Lakhbir Singh,

Member Block Samiti,

VPO: Nizampur Via Verka,

Tehsil & Distt. Amritsar.





  --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Amritsar.





    -------Respondent

CC-1972/10

ORDER

Present:  Complainant in person


   Shri Deepak Beri, Clerk on behalf of the PIO


During the course of hearing, the complainant stated that  vide his RTI application dated 2.3.2010, he wanted to know about the action taken on his letter No. 714 dated 05.05.2019 but the same has not been provided to him so far.  The representative of the PIO appeared and  prayed for some more time to provide the information.  


The PIO is directed to supply the information positively within 15 days from the date of receipt of a copy of this order


Adjourned to 08.09.2010 at 2.00 PM











 Sd/-
Chandigarh





            
 (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Date 11.08.2010
                                               
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

               SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh


   Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Manish Kumar,

S/o Shri Janak Raj,

H.No.462, Gali No.462.

Gali Bachan Singh Baga Dass,

Jalalabad (WEST).


                                                         ------Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council, Jalalabad,

District: Ferozepur.   
                                                                                -------Respondent

CC-2301/2010

ORDER
Present: None for the complainant


 Shri Jagir Lal, APIO on behalf of the PIO/EO, Nagar Council, Jalalabad


Shri Manish Kumar has filed a complaint dated 09.07.2010 before the Commission with the grievance that the information supplied to him with regard to his RTI application dated 10.4.2010 made to the address of PIO/Executive Officer, Nagar Council is incomplete and he is not satisfied with the same.  He has pointed out deficiencies with respect to points  1 to 3 of his application.

2
The APIO – Shri Jagir Lal appeared and stated that the said work has been done by the Public Health Department and it has not been handed over the Nagar Council. The complainant shall be intimated as  soon as it is handed over to the Nagar Council.

3
In view of the above, necessary information stands supplied.  The case is disposed of and is closed.










             Sd/-

Chandigarh





            
 (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Date 11.08.2010
                                               
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

               SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh


   Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Rajnish Madhok,

B-XXX/63,Nehru Nagar,

Nehru Nagar St.No.2, Raillway Road,






                                 Phagwara,-144401 (Punjab).






        --------Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

M.C.Phagwara,

District: Kapurthla.                                                                                               -------Respondent

AC- 587/2010

ORDER
Present: Appellant in person


   Shri Des Raj, APIO on behalf of the PIO/EO, Municipal Council, Phagwara.


In his second appeal dated  5th July, 2010 made before the Commission with respect to his RTI application dated 11.03.2010 made to the address of PIO/MC, Phagwara, the appellant has pointed out  certain deficiencies in the information supplied to him.  He had sought information on 12 points.  

2
During the course of hearing, the APIO stated that the information was provided to the appellant on 21.5.2010.   Regarding point No. 4  about  the date of repair of the roads etc. he stated that the information is available with the office and will be supplied to the appellant within a day or so.  Information in regard to  point No. 7  was provided to the appellant  today in the court.  In regard to delay in providing the information, the APIO stated that  a peon was deputed to hand over the information to the appellant but he was not available in his shop.  The plea taken by the APIO seems to be genuine.  There seems to be no malafide intention on the part of the respondent to delay the information.  
3
The PIO is directed to provide the remaining information to the appellant in regard to point No.4 within a week.  The APIO has promised to do so.

4
With the above observations, the case is disposed of and is closed.










              Sd/-
Chandigarh





            
 (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Date 11.08.2010
                                               
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

               SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh


   Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Sham Kumar Kohli

S/o Shri Sansar Chand,

H.No.85-87-D,

Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana.


                                              --------Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Office,

Director Local Government,

Jeevan Deep Building, Sector 170C, 

Chandigarh.                                                                                                    -------Respondent
CC-2309/2010

Order

Present: Complainant in person


   None for the respondent


Shri Sham Kumar Kohli has filed a  complaint dated 22.07.2010  before  the Commission with the grievance that his RTI application dated 18.8.209 made to the address of PIO/Director Local Bodies, Punjab has not been attended to and he has not been provided the information.
2
During the course of hearing, the complainant stated that he had asked for a copy of the notification in regard to the names  of the officials including their duties and functions who participated  in the auction, but  complete inforamtion has not been provided to him so far. 

3
The PIO is directed to supply the necessary information to the complainant  at once failing which action shall be initiated against him under Section 20(I) of the RTI Act.

4
Adjourned to 08.09.2010 at 2.00 PM.









               Sd/-
Chandigarh





            
  (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Date 11.08.2010
                                               
State Information Commissioner

       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

               SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh


   Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Gopal Singh Randhawa,

S/o Shri Achhar Singh,

VPO: Udoke Kalan,

Tehsil: Baba Bakala,

District: Amritsar. 






          --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Majitha Division, 

U.B.D.C. Amritsar.






           -------Respondent

CC-2300/2009

ORDER

Present: -Complainant in person

Shri Gurcharan Singh, SDO/APIO and Shri Tarsem Lal, Circle Superintendent on    behalf of the PIO


On transfer of the case from the Bench of  Ld. Rupan Deol Bajaj, State Information Commissioner, it was listed before this Bench on 26.07.2010 when it was adjourned for today on account of  written submission  of the complainant for adjournment.  Arguments of both the parties heard. 

2
The grievance of the complainant is that the information which he had asked for has been delayed and supplied to him after a period one year of his filing the RTI application.  He further states that the purpose of achieving the documents from the respondent  has been affected badly and his problem remained unsolved.  The documents supplied to him after such a delay are of no use for him He also stated that  he had to make  atleast 15 rounds to Amritsar and bear the expenses of Rs.2000/- per round and thus suffered  financial loss in addition to harassment and determent  at the hands of the respondent-department. He submitted that he should be paid compensation by the respondent-department.  

3
The facts of the case are that initially the complainant had filed an application on 02.12.2008 before the Executive Engineer, Majitha Division, UBDC, Amartisar and thereafter before the Commissioner of Inquiries Smt. Sujata Dass on 02.02.20 who

Cont…p/2
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forwarded the same to the Executive Engineer, Vigilance and Quality Control, Amritsar.  Further, the complainant filed a complaint dated  03.8.2009 before the Commission with regard to his RTI application dated 15.04.2009 made to the address of PIO-cum-Registrar, IBHO, Chandigarh  stating that his RTI application has not been attended to and no information has been provided to him. In his RTI application he had asked for the following information:

(i) Defence statements of  Shri Sawinder Singh and Shri Rakesh Anand, Executive Engineer including all annexures attached therewith produced before the Inquiry officer Smt. Sujatha Dass.  

(ii) Copy of  office order  No 14-17/P.F dated 15.2.2000

(iii) Copy of handing over/taking over of Shri Arvinder Datt and Shri Gopal Singh, Senior Assistant took place on 15.2.2000.

4
He made an Appeal before the Chief State Information Commission  on 14.10.2009 giving details of the correspondence made with the respondent. The said appeal was listed before the Bench of Ld. Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj who heard the parties on different   dates of hearings.   In response to the order of the Commission dated 25.11.2009, the information was provided to the complainant on 18.12.2009 which, according to the complainant, was incomplete.   

5
In regard to the delay in supply of the information, the respondent submitted that the complainant  had not applied  in accordance with the provisions of  the RTI Act on 02.12.2008 and the RTI application filed on 15.04.2009 has not been filed  to the concerned PIO.  
6
A perusal of record shows that the PIO had forwarded the application of the complainant   well in time on 23.4.2009 to the  Superintending Engineer, UBDC, Circle Amritsar with the direction to supply the information but it remained  unattended for 3 months in the said office.  It was unnecessarily endorsed to the different Executive Engineers who had not bothered to attend the same.  Even though the complainant had not applied to the concerned public authority, under the RTI Act, it should have been transmitted to the appropriate and concerned authority. There is no reason as to why the complainant should be made to suffer on account negligence on the part of the officers of the public authority.  Undoubtedly, the complainant has suffered not only harassment or determent but also financial loss in pursuing his case.  As such, he deserved to be

Cont…p/3
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compensated under section 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act.  The complainant is, thus, awarded compensation of Rs. 10,000/- which should be paid to him by the public authority from Government funds.  Even though it was a fit case for imposing penalty upon the PIO under section 20(I) of the RTI Act,  but  keeping in view  the plea of the respondent that the complainant had not adopted proper channel to seek the information which caused  delay in providing the information,  a lenient view is taken and no penalty is imposed.

7
The case is adjourned to 06.09.2010 at 10.00 AM with the direction to the PIO that the complainant should be paid compensation of Rs. 10,000/- from Govt. funds before the next date of hearing.











 Sd/-
Chandigarh





            
  (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Date 11.08.2010
                                               
State Information Commissioner

         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

             SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh




      www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Gurvinderjit Singh,

S/o Shri Manjit Singh,

R/o House No.262, I Block-

Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar, Ludhiana.


           --------Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana. 


           -------Respondent
CC No.1350 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Gurvinderjit Singh, Complainant in person.



Shri Lal Singh Tiwana, PIO alongwith  Shri Balwinder Singh, Advocate



and  Shri Ashok Kumar, APIO 


In compliance of the order dated 26.07.2010, the remaining information has been provided to the complainant vide letter No. 3595 dated 27.7.2010 under intimation to the Commission.  

2
Arguments on the written submissions of the PIO in regard to  the penalty imposed upon him by order dated 14.06.2010  on account of  delay in supply of the information have been heard. The PIO has tried to show his innocence and helplessness  in the matter of following the provisions of RTI Act in the matter of supply of information to the complainant within the prescribed period.  He has submitted that the matter regarding delay in supply of the information be re-considered and  the penalty imposed upon him be waived off. The  plea taken by the PIO is that he recently joined duty only on 11.05.2010 and was not fully conversant with the provisions of the RTI Act.  He further submitted there is acute shortage of staff in the Improvement Trust which is running only with 40% of the staff and most of the staff is put on census duty. It is also submitted that the information sought by the complainant is liable to be misused  in any of the cases pertaining to City Centre, Ludhiana  which is pending in the Hon’ble Supreme Court

Cont…p2







-2-

3
After hearing both the parties and perusing the documents on record, it is found that the complainant had filed  a complaint before the Commission on 22.3.2010  that his RTI application dated  18.01.2010 has not been attended to and the information is not being supplied to him. On notice, no body on behalf of the respondent bothered to appear nor sent any communication.  The case had to be adjourned number of times by giving  direction to the PIO to provide the information to the complainant and appear before the Commission to clarify the position.  Notice of show cause had been issued on 19.05.2010  when the PIO was given sufficient time to send  any communication  to the Commission. and the case was adjourned  to 14.06.2010. Instead of complying with the Commission’s order, the APIO appeared who had made no submission on behalf of the PIO but submitted that he was not conversant with the facts of the case.  The PIO was found to be shown disregard to the notices and even the show cause notice issued by the Commission. For such an attitude on the part of the respondent/PIO, there was no option for the Commission but to impose penalty upon the PIO under section 20(I) of the RTI Act.  Before the penalty was imposed, the PIO was afforded ample opportunity of hearing him in person which he failed to avail. It may be appreciated that the RTI Act is in consonance with the democratic values which is expected to make the administrative apparatus more efficient and result oriented. Under these circumstances, I see no reason to waive off the penalty imposed upon the PIO.   As such, the order dated 14.06.2010 be complied with at once under intimation to the Commission.


Adjourned to 08.09.2010 at 2.00 PM for confirmation of compliance.










              Sd/-
Chandigarh





            
  (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)             Date 11.08.2010
                                               
State Information Commissioner

