STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com

Sampuran Singh,

H. No. 1158, Sector 21-B,

Chandigarh. 





     
                    …..Appellant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

Rural Development & Panchayats,

Punjab, Sector17-C, Chandigarh.                 ….. Respondent                                             





AC No.  372 of 2007

ORDER

-------



The judgment in this case was reserved on 25.04.2008.

2.

The Appellant in the instant case alleges that on 30.07.2007, he had made an application under the RTI Act, 2005 to the Respondent i.e. Sh. Des Raj Bhagat, PIO, office of Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab.  Through this application, the Appellant had demanded that he be supplied a copy of the letter vide which he was summoned in connection with the complaint dated 29.06.2006, addressed to the Director, Rural Development & Panchayats.  As the PIO did not provide the information demanded by the Appellant, the Appellant on 12.09.2007 preferred an appeal before the first Appellate authority.  According to the Appellant, no response was received by him despite the period of 70 days having elapsed since then.  In these circumstances, the Appellant has preferred the instant 2nd appeal before the Commission.  

3.

Notice of hearing in the appeal was given to the Respondent for 14.01.2008.  On 14.01.2008, none appeared on the behalf of the Respondent and the matter was adjourned to 18.02.2008.  On 18.02.2008, the Appellant appeared in person but no appearance was made on behalf of the Respondent, despite the fact that copy of the order dated 14.01.2008 was also sent to the Respondent.  In these circumstances, vide my order dated 18.02.2008, I directed the Respondent PIO to supply the information to the Appellant within two weeks and adjourned the matter to 10.03.2008.  Copies of this order were sent to both the parties.  

3.

On 10.03.2008, the Appellant appeared in person and once again no appearance was put in on behalf of the Respondent.  The Appellant intimated that he had not received any information, as per the directions given in the earlier order.  I afforded another opportunity to the Respondent to supply the information within two weeks and adjourned the case on 31.03.2008.  Copies of this order were sent to both the parties.  

4.

This matter was taken up on 31.03.2008.  It was again found that there was no appearance on behalf of the Respondent. Only the Appellant appeared before me.  It was the 4th date of hearing.

5.

In these circumstances, I ordered that a copy of the order be sent by the registered post to Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Pb., Chd, requesting him to instruct the PIO to provide the necessary information to the Appellant within 15 days.  The PIO was also directed to submit an Affidavit as to why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for delaying/denying information to the Appellant and the case was adjourned to 25.04.2008.  

6.

On 25.04.2008 again no appearance has been made on behalf of the Respondent, despite the fact that copies of order dated 31.03.2008 was sent to him.

7.

The position that emerges from the resume of facts here-in-above is that Respondent has not taken any steps to provide the information to the Appellant, in terms of the demand made by him vide his request made on 30.07.2007.  A period of more that nine months has already elapsed since then. The Respondent has not deemed it appropriate to attend the proceedings before the Commission. He has also not cared to even send a communication to the Commission giving reasons for not supplying the information to the Appellant.  The attitude of the Respondent PIO is absolutely defiant and it appears that he has no respect for the law of the land.  He is totally unmindful of his obligations under the RTI Act, 2005.  He has even not cared to show cause why penalty under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed upon him for failure to supplying the information to the Appellant.  Section 20 of the RTI Act provides that where information is not supplied by the PIO, he is liable to pay a penalty of Rs. 250/- for each day, the information remains unfurnished.  However, the amount of penalty leviable is subject to a ceiling of Rs. 25,000/-.  

8.

In the instant case, the delinquency on the part of the Respondent PIO i.e. Sh. Des Raj Bhagat, office of Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab is so patent that imposition of maximum penalty of Rs. 25,000/- upon him would be eminently appropriate.

9.

I, accordingly, impose a penalty of Rs. 25,000/- (Twenty Five Thousand only) upon Sh. Des Raj Bhagat, PIO, Office of Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab. Chandigarh.

10.

A copy of this order be sent (by name) to the Principal Secretary , Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, with the request that the necessary steps be taken to recover the amount of penalty from the pay of the PIO, Sh. Des Raj Bhagat and it should be deposited in the treasury in accordance with the law.  

11.

The intimation regarding recovery of the amount of penalty be sent to the Commission also.

12.

Needless to say that the proceedings do not come to an end on the realization of the penalty.  The information sought by the Appellant has to be supplied.  It is, therefore, once again directed that the Respondent shall supply the information demanded before the next date of hearing;



The case is adjourned to 30.05.2008, for confirmation of compliance.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties as well as the Principal Secy., Department of Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab.

     (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




           State Information Commissioner

Dated, May 12, 2008

Shivani

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Lt. Col Retd., 

Ranjit Singh Sidhu,

D-8, Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar.                              
         


               …..Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Chairman,

Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.





          

    ….. Respondent

CC No. 2026 of 2007
ORDER
Present:
None for the Complainant.
Mrs. Surinder Kumari, E.O, Improvement Trust, Hoshiarpur, Respondent, in person.
----



Even though, the Punjab Government has declared a holiday today, the case is taken up on the request of Mrs. Surinder Kumari, formerly E.O., Improvement Trust, Amritsar, who has come pursuant to a direction given vide order dated 21.04.2008 to appear personally at today’s date of hearing i.e. 12.05.2008.

2.


Mrs. Surinder Kumari, now E.O., Improvement Trust, Hoshiarpur, wants to inspect the record in the office of Improvement Trust, Amritsar, and submit some documents in support of her plea that she was not the PIO.  
3.

E.O, Improvement Trust, Amritsar is directed to make available, for inspection, whatever record she wishes to see in the office and obtain copies, thereof, after paying the due fee.  She may visit the office of Improvement Trust, Amritsar on 26.05.2008, at 11.00 am.  
…2
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4.

She is permitted to submit an Affidavit, alongwith documents, if any, to justify that she was not the PIO at the time Complainant had filed his application under the RTI on 17.10.2006 with the Improvement Trust, Amritsar.  The Affidavit should be filed not later than 02.06.2008.  
5.

A copy of this order be sent by registered post to Mr. Ashok Kumar, Deputy Controller Finance and Accounts-cum-PIO for allowing Mrs. Surinder Kumari to inspect relevant record on 26.05.2008 at 11.00 am.


The case is adjourned to 09.06.2008 for further proceedings.



Copies of the order be sent to concerned parties.

      
      (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh



                       State Information Commissioner
Dated, May 12, 2008
Shivani
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Jagat Singh,

Near Bahadurpur Chowk, P.O.,
Opposite Snatan Dharam Sanskrit College,

Hoshiarpur.                              
         


               …..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Rural Development & Panchayats,

Chandigarh.





          

    ….. Respondent

CC No. 2141 of 2007

ORDER
Present:
None for the Complainant.

None for the Respondent 

----


The case was fixed for 12.05.2008.  However, the Punjab Government had declared 12.05.2008 as a holiday.    



The case is adjourned to 09.06.2008 for further proceedings.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

      
      (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh



                       State Information Commissioner

Dated, May 12, 2008

Shivani

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Lt. Col P.P. Singh (Retd),

House No. 1074,

Sector 71, Mohali.                        
         


                   …..Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o GMADA, PUDA Bhawan,

Mohali.





          

    ….. Respondent

AC No. 428 of 2007

ORDER
Present:
Appellant, Lt Col P.P. Singh, in person.

Advocate, Mr. Balwinder Singh, for the Respondent.
----


Even though the Punjab Government has declared a holiday today, the case has been taken up for hearing on the request of both the parties.

2.

The Appellant and the representative of the Respondent, Mr. Balwinder Singh, have mutually agreed to discuss the information sought today itself.  The Respondent says the entire information sought by the Appellant would be got ready, thereafter.  
3.

Meanwhile, he requests that in view of the Panchayat elections, more time be given to collect the information and seeks a date for next hearing at least two weeks after 26.05.2008.  The Appellant has no objection to this but says that his RTI application is pending since 17.09.2007.
4.

In the order dated 21.04.2008, PIO, Mr. H.S. Sodhi, Superintending Engineer, GMADA, was directed to appear personally today with complete information on all the 05 points.  Infact, Mr. Sodhi was directed to be present on 21.04.2008 in the order dated 24.03.2008.  He has failed to do so on both dates, 
…2

-2-

i.e. 21.04.2008 and 12.05.2008.  Today, he has deputed Advocate Mr. Balwinder Singh to represent him.  It is directed that Mr. Sodhi should be personally present at the next date of hearing.

5.

The representative of the Respondent is directed to supply the requisite information, point-wise to the Appellant, not later than 23.06.2008.


The case is adjourned to 07.07.2008 for confirmation.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

      
      (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh



                       State Information Commissioner

Dated, May 12, 2008

Shivani

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Lt Col P.P. Singh (Retd),

House No. 1074,

Sector 71, Mohali.                        
         


    …..Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  GMADA, PUDA Bhawan,

Mohali.





          

    ….. Respondent

AC No. 442 of 2007

ORDER
Present:
Appellant, Lt Col P.P. Singh, in person.

Mr. Balwinder Singh, Advocate, for the Respondent.
----


Even though  the  Punjab Government  has declared a holiday today, the case has been taken up for hearing on request of both the parties.

2.

The Appellant and the representative of the Respondent, Mr. Balwinder Singh, have mutually agreed to discuss the 04 points on which information has been sought, today itself.   
3.

At the last date of hearing on 21.04.2008, Appellant was given information on 04 points and he was asked to submit in writing deficiencies, if any, to the APIO, GMADA not later than 07.04.2008.  The Appellant submitted his objections on 31.03.2008.  Yet, he has not received any response, till day. 
4.

The Respondent is directed to give specific information on all 04 points to the Appellant not later than 23.06.2008.  



The case will come up for confirmation on 07.07.2008, when the PIO, Mr. Sodhi,  will be personally present.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
      
      (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh



                       State Information Commissioner.
Dated, May 12, 2008.
Shivani

