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  CC – 2125 of 2008



      

 


                      ORDER

1. On 01.01.2009, I had reserved order regarding imposition of penalty and award of compensation to the Complainant for the detriment suffered. 
2. The case relates to seeking details of electricity bill pertaining to Meter No. HB 29/118. Initial request was made on 25.06.2008 and on not getting any response a complaint was filed by the Complainant on 08.09.2008.

3. The Complainant was supplied information vide Memo no. 1507 dated 17.10.2008 after a period of approximately four months. The complainant requested that the PIO respondent be penalized for the delay in providing information under the provision of Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act and he be compensated for the detriment he had to suffer. The Respondent did not attend proceedings on 20.11.2008 and 16.12.2008. He was, accordingly directed to:- 

(a) Submit an affidavit as to why penalty not be imposed on him for the delay in providing information and why compensation not be paid to the complainant for the detriment suffered by 05.12.2008.
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(b) Submit an affidavit explaining reasons for his absence from the proceedings on 20.11.2008 and on 25.12.2008.
4. 

In his response, through an affidavit dated 31.12.2008/01.01.2009 Sh. R.K Singla, PIO explains that: 

“That the complainant had required the information from the PSEB with regard to his connection, which was given to the concerned Cashier for issuing the receipt of postal order and the said application was not received back from him and the deponent was of the view that the necessary information might have been sent by the concerned person to the complainant.
It was only after receiving the summons from the Hon’ble Commission on 16.10.2008, it transpired that the information could not be sent to the Complainant and immediately after collecting the data, the required information was sent to the Complainant on 17.10.2008 i.e. on the very next date.”

5.  

It is thus apparent from the response of the PIO that there has been a delay of 114 days in supplying information. The reasons justifying the delay are insufficient. 

6. 

In view of the foregoing, I direct that a penalty of Rs. 5,000/- (Rupees Five Thousand only) be imposed on the Respondent PIO to meet the ends of justice. The amount of penalty shall be deposited by the Respondent PIO ( Sh. R.K Singla) in the treasury under the relevant head  of account with intimation to the Commission. 

7. 
         To come up on 26.03.2009 at 2.00 PM for compliance of order. 

8.  
          Copies be sent to all parties. 

Chandigarh




     

 ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 10.02.2009




             Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






     

State Information Commissioner
