STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  452 of 2015 

Shri Bhim Sain Madhakia  (M-9814130814)

s/o Shri Daulat Ram,


Ward No.14, Jaiton,

District Faridkot-151202.  






.…   Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,


Faridkot-151203.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.
  


                     ….Respondents.

 Present:   
None for the appellant.   

For the respondent: Sh. Ashok Kumar, Clerk.
ORDER
1. The appellant was neither present during the hearing on 03.08.2016. Today also, he is absent without intimation to the Commission. 
2. Last opportunity is given to the appellant to follow up his case in the Commission failing which ex-parte decision shall be taken. The matter is adjourned for hearing on 12.10.2016 at 02:00 PM. 
3.
Announced in the Court.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.09.2016.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 582 of 2015 

Sh. Bhupinder  Singh  (M-84278-65165)

S/o Shri Gurnam Singh, 

Dogar Basti, Near Gali No.3,

Main Road, Faridkot.





 
  …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Faridkot.







   
 ...Respondent

Show Cause Notice:-


Sh. Hardeep Singh, PCS,




(Regd. Post)

DTO-cum-PIO,
O/o District Transport Officer,

Faridkot.
Present:
Sh. Shaminder Singh son of the complainant. 


For the respondent: Sh. Ashok Kumar, Clerk.
ORDER
1. Sh. Shaminder Singh son of the complainant states that the information has yet not been provided to him. 
2. The respondent files written submission dated 05.09.2016 and requests that a short adjournment may be given. 
3.
After hearing the complainant, it appears that the PIO has not provided the information to the complainant as yet. Therefore, I deem it appropriate to issue show cause notice under section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005, to PIO, Sh. Sh. Hardeep Singh, PCS, DTO as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for willful delay / denial in providing the information to the RTI applicant. He is directed to file his reply to the show cause notice in writing before the next date of hearing.
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In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing. He may note that in case he does not file his submission and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be  presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 12.10.2016 at 02:00 PM.   

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.09.2016.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 2592 of 2015
Date of institution: 06.08.2015
Date of decision: 06.09.2016 

Sh. Subhash Chander Garg (M-9478184491)

Chamber No.501, Mahatama Gandhi Complex,

District Courts, Patiala-147001.





      ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Transport Officer,

Bathinda.

2.  First Appellate Authority,

O/o  State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh. 
    




     …...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Subhash Chander Garg, appellant in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Pawan Kumar, Junior Assistant (98156-54454).
ORDER

1. The RTI application in this appeal case is dated 31.01.2015 whereby the information has been sought on the following three points:-

(i).
Certified copy of the action taken on the complaint (regarding fraudulent change of ownership of Maruti Alto Car No. HR-25-A-2406, vide your office entry no. 78311 dated 20.08.2010) submitted to your office vide registered letter dated 25.02.2014 followed by another registered reminder no.1, dated 23.07.2014 and personal visit of the applicant to your office on dated 21.11.2014 in this matter. 

(ii). Certified copy of the statement of applicant given to your office on dated 21.11.2014. 
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(iii).
Name of the then DTO, who sanctioned the above change of ownership of the car, his tenure in the office as DTO, Bathinda and his present posting with postal address. 

The second appeal has been filed in the Commission under Section 19 (3) of the RTI Act on 06.08.2015 on the grounds that the respondent PIO supplied incomplete and irrelevant information and the first appellate authority did not take appropriate action. In the end, he has requested that compensation due to mental torture/ harassment be provided to him and penalty against the responsible officer should be levied as per the provisions of the RTI Act. 

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 06.10.2015 in the Commission.

3.
During the hearing on 09.11.2015 the appellant had stated that the PIO did not conduct inquiry into the complaint made by him. He further mentioned that the respondent has not taken action on his complaint for considerable period of time and as such, the respondent provided him incomplete and unsatisfactory information. 

4.
In response to the Notice of the Commission, the respondent file reply on 06.10.2015 mentioning therein that the information has already been provided to the appellant vide letter no. 70/DTO/ Bathinda dated 09.03.2015. During the hearing on 09.11.2015 the file containing the original record was inspected by the appellant and the appellant identified some more information. On this date the respondent also submitted additional written submission including a letter no. 1130/5A dated 14.09.2015 from 
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DSP(D), Bathinda to the respondent whereby record pertaining to vehicle no. HR 25A -24 has been sought form the DTO in regard to a complaint received from the appellant against his son Neeraj Kumar whereby the matter is under investigation. 

5.
The perusal of file shows that on the RTI application dated 30.01.2015 the information has been provided by the respondent vide letter dated 09.03.2015 on all the three points. The instant appeal has been filed by the appellant as a grouse that complete action has not been taken by the respondent DTO. The appellant has filed complaint to the multiple authorities on the same issue. It is further ascertained that  the appellant has lodged a complaint with DSP (D) Bathinda also against his son Neeraj Kumar for selling car HR 25A -24608 on the basis of forged documents and the record asked from the respondent has been sent vide letter dated 16.09.2015 to SP (D). for investigation. The respondent DTO has provided the information as available on record vide letter dated 09.03.2015 and the original file pertaining to the information has also been inspected by appellant on 09.11.2015 and the information identified thereafter has been given to the appellant vide letter dated 15.12.2015. No malafide or intentional delay has been caused in providing the information to the appellant. The reply dated 03.03.2016 filed by Sh. Latif Ahmed, PCS, PIO-cum-DTO to the show cause notice is found satisfactory and it is hereby discharged. In wake of above, the instant Appeal case is hereby disposed of and closed.  
6.
Announced in the Court.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.09.2016.


                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 627 of 2016 

Sh. Pawan Kumar Verma, 

House No. 2376, St. No. 8,

Near Dr. Old Jail Road, Ludhiana-141001.



 ……Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Financial Commissioner, Taxation,

Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Excise & Taxation, 

Secretariat, Chandigarh. 
2. First Appellate Authority

O/o Commissioner, DETC, 

Patiala. 







…...Respondent

Present: -      Sh. Pawan Kumar Verma, the appellant.

For the respondent: Sh. Navdeep Singh, ETI and Sh. Ujjagar Singh, Suptd. (9855988070) 

ORDER
1. The appellant states that the information has been provided to him after a considerable delay and requests that penal action against the PIO should be taken and compensation should be awarded to him as per provisions of the RTI Act. 
2.
The respondent files written submission dated 05.09.2016 which is taken on record.   
3.
The matter to come up for orders on 27.09.2016 at 02:00 PM.

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.09.2016


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 936 & 939 of 2016 

Shri Harwinder Singh, Advocate, 
Chamber No. 710, District Courts, 
Ludhiana.







           ..…Complainant.

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Joint Development Commissioner,
           Deptt., of Rural Development and Panchayat

           Sector:62, Vikas Bhawan, Mohali.

2.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayat

           Sector:62, Vikas Bhawan, Mohali.

3.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, Rural Development and Panchayat

           Sector:62, Vikas Bhawan, Mohali.
                                        ...Respondent

Show Cause Notice:-


Sh. Hardial Singh Chatha, Deputy Director-cum-PIO,


(Regd. Post)

O/o Joint Development Commissioner,
           Deptt., of  Rural Development and Panchayat

           Sector:62, Vikas Bhawan, Mohali.

Present:   
Shri Najar Singh, on behalf of the complainant.  


None for the respondent. 
ORDER
1.
Shri Najar Singh, on behalf of the complainant states that the information has yet not been provided to him by the respondent therefore show cause notice be issued to the respondent.
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2.
None on behalf of the respondent is present in the Commission at today's hearing. No intimation has been received about the reason of absence. 
3.
After hearing the complainant, it appears that the PIO has not provided the information to the complainant as yet. Therefore, I deem it appropriate to issue show cause notice under section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Hardial Singh Chatha, Deputy Director-cum-PIO as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for willful delay / denial in providing the information to the RTI applicant. He is directed to file his reply to the show cause notice in writing before the next date of hearing.

In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing. He may note that in case he does not file his submission and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be  presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 18.10.2016 at 2.00PM.
4.
Announced in the Court.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.09.2016


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 2851  of 2015 

Sh. Bachan Singh (M-98155-62775),

House No.735 R, Partap Nagar, 

Bathinda.              





          ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,

Bathinda.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,

Bathinda.     
        





 …...Respondent

   Present:   
Sh. Bachan Singh, appellant, in person. 
For the respondent: Sh. Kirandeep Singh, Building Inspector (9888694352).

ORDER
1. The appellant submitted written arguments dated 06.09.2016 also which is taken on record. 
2. The respondent states that written arguments in this has been sent vide letter no. 538/MTP dated 23.08.2016.

3. The matter to come up for orders on 24.10.2016 at 02:00 P.M. 
4. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.09.2016.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 485 of 2016

Sh. Satwant Singh,

S/o Sh. Mohinder Singh,

R/o Village:Kasba Bharat,

Tehsil: Malerkotla, Distt:Sangrur.





.…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Naib Tehsildar,

Ahmedgarh.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.








….Respondent.

Present:   
Sh. Satwant Singh, the appellant (9417231036).
For the respondent: Sh. Suresh Kumar, Clerk (98148-83866) 
ORDER

1.
Sh. Suresh Kumar, Clerk with Naib Tehsildar, Ahmadgarh is dealing hand in this case. He states that the information sought by the appellant is to be provided by Sh. Kamikkar Singh, Kanoungo, Sh. Davinder Singh Patiwari and Manmohan Kumar, Patwari and all these official are working under Sh. Narinder Pal Singh, Naib Tehisldar –cum-PIO.  

2.
A letter dated 22.08.2016 from Additional Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur directing the PIO-cum- Naib Tehsildar Ahmadgarh to attend today's hearing has been received in the Commission at diary no. 22343 dated 31.08.2016 despite which  Sh. Narinder Pal Singh, Naib Tehisldar –cum-PIO is absent without intimation to the Commission.
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3.
The RTI application in this case is dated 04.09.2015 and the respondent has not provided the information even after the elapse of one year. In these circumstances, the Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur is directed to ensure that Sh. Narinder Pal Singh, Naib Tehsildar–cum-PIO alongwith Sh. Kamikkar Singh, Kanoungo, Sh. Davinder Singh Patiwari and Manmohan Kumar, Patwari are present in the Commission on the next date of hearing alongwith the information and written reply by the PIO in regard to the Notice of the Commission. The matter to come up now for hearing on 27.09.2016 at 2.00PM.

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.09.2016.


                             State Information Commissioner

CC:

Sh. Arshdeep Singh Thind, IAS,



(Regd. Post)
Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 1133 of  2016 

Date of institution:26.05.2016
Date of decision: 06.09.2016
Sh. Swaran Singh,

#684, M.C Dhanas,

Sector:14 West, Chandigarh.




            ..…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director,

Punjab Infotech, Fifth Floor,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector:17/A,

Chandigarh.








...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Swaran Singh, complainant in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Ajay Pal Singh, Advocate (98766-44280).  

ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 05.02.2016 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 26.05.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 29.07.2016 in the Commission.
3.
The complainant states that the information about 350 pages has been provided by the ld. counsel on behalf of the respondent today by hand in the Commission.  He further states that the information provided by the respondent is incomplete. 

4.
Sh. Ajay Pal Singh, Advocate on behalf of the respondent states that after inspection of record the information as held on record has been provided to the complainant.
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5.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the record available on file, it is ascertained that information comprising 350 pages as available on record is given to the complainant by the respondent. 
Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Civil Appeal no. 10787-10788 of 2011 titled Chief Information Commissioner & another Vs State of Manipur and another has held in its order on 12.12.2011:- 

(31.  We uphold the said contention and do not find any error in the impugned judgment of the High Court whereby it has been held that the Commissioner while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the said Act has no jurisdiction to  pass an order providing for access to the information).

The complainant may file appeal against the order of the PIO with the First Appellate Authority to seek the information under Section 19 (1) of the RTI Act, if he is dissatisfied and if he so desires. In view of aforementioned, the Complaint Case is closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.09.2016


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 3239 of 2015 

Sh. Surinder Pal  (M-9256950599)

o/o Deputy Director, District Bureau 

Rozgar Generation and Training,

4-C South Model Gram Green Field, Ludhiana.



          ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary, Rozgar Generation 

and Training, Punjab Govt., Chandigarh.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary, Rozgar Generation 

and Training, Punjab Govt., Chandigarh.     


 …...Respondent   

Present:
Sh. Surinder Pal, appellant in person.    

For the respondent: Smt. Meenakshi Goyal, APIO (981500-6579) and Smt. Kiran,  Senior Assistant (98884-29638)o/o Principal Secretary, Rozgar Generation and Training, Punjab Govt., Chandigarh. 

ORDER
1.
The appellant states that copy of memo dated 05.09.2016 has been received by him today by hand in the Commission. He also submits written submission which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the respondent.
2.
The respondent files written reply in response to appellant's letter dated 03.08.2016 and copy thereof is given to the appellant.
3.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 24.10.2016 at 2.00PM.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.09.2016.


                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 926 of 2016 

Shri Vikram Singh, 
House No. 179, Street No. 3, 
Dashmesh Colony, Village Balongi, 
S.A. S. Nagar.





           ..…Complainant.

Versus

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

Kharar. 
First Appellate Authority, 
O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Kharar. 








    ...Respondent

Present:   
Shri Vikram Singh, complainant in person.  
For the respondent: Sh. Ravinder Singh, Gram Sewak -cum-PIO (98147-11423).

ORDER
1.
Sh. Ravinder Singh, Gram Sewak -cum-PIO, Belongi Colony files reply to show cause notice issued to him. Copy thereof is given to the complainant. Sh. Ravinder Singh, Gram Sewak -cum-PIO states that when he was Panchayat Secretary at Belongi Colony the letter dated 18.01.2016 was sent by the BDPO, Kharar to Sh. Sucha Singh, Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO of Gram Panchayat Belongi who did not send the said letter to him as the information pertained to Belongi Colony and not to Panchayat Belongi. In the end, he requests that as he did not receive RTI application therefore he was not liable to provide the information and requests that the show cause notice be withdrawn.  
Contd…………..p 2
Complaint Case No. 926 of 2016 

2.
The complainant to file written submission in response to the show cause notice reply of the respondent PIO. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 27.09.2016 at 2.00PM.
4.
Announced in the Court.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.09.2016


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1963 of 2016 

Date of institution:03.06.2016
Date of decision: 06.09.2016
Sh. Rajesh Giri, S/o Sh. Mohan Giri,

Near Chhungi No.5,

Opposite Tanki No.2,

Khanna.








..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council, Khanna.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director,

Local Govt., Punjab, 

Chandigarh.







…...Respondent

Present:   
None for the appellant. 



For the respondent: Sh. Amarpal Singh, Inspector. 
ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 23.01.2016 vide which the appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 24.03.2016 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 03.06.2016 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 29.07.2016 in the Commission.

3.
A letter has been received from the appellant in the Commission at diary no. 22785 dated 06.09.2016 mentioning therein that he has received the satisfactory information from the PIO and has requested for closing the case. 
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4.
The respondent states that vide reply dated 27.07.2016 that the information has been provided to the appellant. 
5.
The perusal of case file shows that the information has been received by the appellant from the respondent to the satisfaction of the former. Accordingly, the instant Appeal Case is hereby disposed of and closed. 
6.
Announced in the Court.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.09.2016


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case Nos. 1981, 2004 & 2293 of 2016 

Sh. H.S. Hundal, Advocate,

H.No.82, District Courts,

Mohali.








..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Right to Service Commission,

MGSIPA Complex, Sector:-26, 

Chandigarh.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Punjab Right to Service Commissioner,

MGSIPA Complex, Sector:-26, 

Chandigarh.

 

   



…...Respondent

Present:   
None for the appellant  
For the respondent: Sh. Bharat Bhushan Sehgal, Under Secretary-cum-PIO (987230-9424) and Sh. K.G. Sharma, APIO (94177-03413).
ORDER
1.
The appellant has sent a written request received in the Commission at diary no. 22776 dated 06.09.2016 seeking exemption from today's hearing on account of his urgent matter listed at District Court S.A.S. Nagar.  

2.
On the plea of the appellant, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 24.10.2016 at 11.00AM.
4.
Announced in the Court.  Copy of the order be placed on each Appeal Case nos. 1981, 2004 & 2293 of 2016 and also sent to the parties. 


Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.09.2016


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 462 of 2016

Date of institution: 27.01.2016 

Date of decision: 06.09.2016

Sh. Kuldip Raj Kaila,

S/o Late Sh. Wadhwa Mal,

196/10, Kaintan, Dasuya,

Distt:Hoshiarpur. 







…..Appellant

Versus


Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Committee,

Dasuya, District- Hoshiarpur.   


First Appellate Authority

O/o The Regional Deputy Director,

Local Govt., 227-228, Master Tara Singh Nagar,

Jalandhar. 
 







…...Respondent

Present:        None for the appellant.

For the respondent: Sh. Varinder Kumar, E.O. (97812-87812)
ORDER

1.
The RTI application in this case is dated 22.07.2015 whereby the information has been sought by the appellant on following 11 points:-

i)
The copy of the resolution passed by the Municipal Committee Dasuya, to substitute the existing "WATER TANKER SUPPLIES THROUGH THE MUNICIPAL BELONGING CEMENTED TANKERS/TANKIES.

WITH NOW-A-DAYS
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INSTALLATION OF SUBMERISIBLE -PUMPS IN THE MOHALLAS, PUBLIC PLACES AND PRIVATE INDIVIDUAL HOUSES OF THE LOCAL INHABITANTS WITHIN MUNICIPAL LIMITS.

ii)
THE WARD-WISE INSTALLATION SO FAR UNDERGONE/COMPLETED OR UNDER PROCESSING OF THE QUESTION-MARKED 'SUBMERCIBAL E-PUMPS' AND THE DOCUMENTARY SOURCES OF THE RESPETIVE FUNDING THEREOF ALONGWITH COMPLETE POSTAL ADDRESS OF THE RESPECTIVE MUNICIPAL COUNSELLOR BE CATEGORICALLY PROVIDED.

iii)
In case, the funding of the alleged submersible pumps is being borne by the ward Municipal Councellor 

· THE VERY OBJECTIVES-BEHIND OTHER THAN TO EXHAUST BRIDERY-IDIOLOGIES-BEHIND TO SAFE AND SECURE THE RESPECTIVE VOTERS-BANK.

· The written approval accorded by the Municipal Administration Dasuya to the alleged Counsellors, if any, FOR THE PERSONAL INVESTMENT IN THE ALLEGED INSTALLATION OF THE SUBMERSIBLE PUMPS, AMONG OTHERS, IN THE INDIVIDIUAL -OWNED PRIVATE HOUSES OF THE INHABITANT.
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· Since the ongoing  ULTERIOR-MOTIVATED/ILL EGITIMATIVE  FOUL GAME, is resting within the knowledge of the Municipal Governing/Administrative body, WHAT ACTION TO SUITABLY CHECK SUCH ULTERIOR-MOTIVATED COMPAIGNS AT THE GULTY-CONSCIOUS INSTANCE OF THE RESPECTIVE COUNSELLORS, instituted so far.

· The complete postal address of the 'CONCERNED ELECTION COMMISSIONER, to be approached against the ongoing ill egitimative game, SEEKING THE CANCELLATION OF THE ARROGANT M.Cs AND THE QUALIFYING RECIPROCAL DISSOLUTION OF MUNICIPAL COMMITTEE ITSELF, BE CATEGORICALLY APPRISED.
REQ:2
What authority is vested to the Municipal Committee to maintains the GARBAGE DUMPS 'within the RESIDENTIAL AREAS, illustratively AMONG OTHERS, ONE ADJACENT TO RAILWAY STATION DASUYA.

The NUMBER & LOCATION of such-like 'GARBAGE DUMPS' presently existing WITHIN THE RESIDENTIAL AREAS OF MUNICIPAL COMMITTEE DASUYA, be respectively apprised. 

· What are the contentions-behind the 'LIFE INJURIOUS MIDTH OPEN-HOLE DRAINAGES, among others, ILLUSTATIVELY/QUOTEDLY Two (2)
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-  
ONE ADJOINING TO THE GARBAGE DUMP 

KAINTHAN (Near Railway Station Dasuya)



AND

-
ANOTHER (2nd) near NIJATAM KUTIA, ADJOINING TO RESIDENCE OR MR. NAYYAR-RETD. P.N.B. MANAGER KAINTHAN/GHUMHAR MOHALLA

-
What are the reasons-behind the non-maintenance of allied interior-passages/roads in the Dasuya Municipal Wards.  WHEN THE ADEQUATE RATHER SPARE FUNDS ARE CLAIMED/PROCURED FROM THE STATE GOVT. EVERY YEAR AND BLUNTLY MICONSUMED BY THE MUNICIPAL AUTHORITIES WHILE  DISMENTLING THE EXISTING PACCA ROADS/PASSAGES with the deteriorated qualify Re-constructions MALICIOUSLY OBJECTED  MISCONSUME THE PUBLIC FUNDS.




CONCERNING WHERETO

THE HENCEFORTH STRATEGIES OF THE MUNICIPAL COUNSEL FOR THE LIKELY MAINTENCE OF UPDATED ALL THE INTERIOR ROADS/PASSAGES WITH THE AUTHENTIC WRITTEN GUARANTEE FROM THE RESPECTIVE 
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CONTRACTORS FOR THE UPDATED MAINTAINACE OF THE CONSTRUCTIONS FOR THE GUARNTEED TENURES, BE INVARIBLY OBTAINED IN THE RESPECTIVE CONSTRUCTION TENDERS, to be presently assured the undersigned in writing.

REQ:3
Apprise the reasons-behind the Non-Purchase of Tipper-fitted four-wheelers to DAILY LIFT THE garbages from HOUSE TO HOUSE, while lifting the paid ' GARBAGE-CONTAINERS/PACKETS, from the ENTRANCE-GATES OF EVERY HOUSE THROUGH THE ASSITANCE OF MUNICIPAL SWEEPERS ASSIGNED WITH THE DEALINING DUTIES OF MOHALLA AND ROADS WITHIN MUNICIPAL WARDS 
WITH THE SIMULTANEOUS/IMMEDIATE, REMOVAL OF UN-AUTHORIZED/NON-HYGENIC DUMPS FROM THE RESIDENTIAL LOCALITIES

WHILE INTRODUCED THE GARBAGE-   DESTRUCTION/FIRING-BURN MECHANICAL PLANT FAR FROM THE RESIDENTIAL LOCALITIES.

REQ:4     The Applicant alongwith his wife USHA KALIA & DAUGHTER 

MANJU KAILA, have ever been bona fide permanent residents of: 



"
196/10, Kainthan, Dasuya Distt. Hoshiarpur"
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BE READ WITH HEREBY ANNEXED RESPECTIVE VOTER CARDS DULY PREPARED BY THE MUNICIPAL COMMITTEE.

The said residents of VILLAGE KAINTHAN, altogether HAVE DISTINGUISHLY/DISPARATIVELY BEEN RESIDENTIALLY SEPERATED/ADDRESSED AS SUCH:

i) KULDIP RAJ KAILA (VOTER CARD HOLDER D1946730) House No. 53-A MOHALLA LANGARGPURA, DASUYA.

ii) USHA RANI W/O KULDIP RAJ (VOTER CARD PB/06/051/112090 HOUSE NO. 281-B WARD NO. 10 DASUYA (DISTT. HOSHIARPUR)

iii) MANJU KAILA D/O KULDIP RAJ KAILA HOUSE NO. 53-A MOHALLA LANGRARPURA DASUYA

THE DISPARITY BE CLARFIFIED WHILE ACCOUNTING FOR THE LAXITY THAT UNDER THE STATE OF BELONGING ALL THE INHABITANTS TO MOHALLA KAINTHAN WHO AND WHAT FOR THEY ARE ADDRESSED TO BE BELONING OTHERWISE TO IRRELEVANT MOHALLA LANGARPURA. 

Contd………..p 7
Appeal Case No. 462 of 2016

PLEASE NOTE THAT THIS CRUCIAL ASPECT IS LIKELY TO BE REPORTED TO THE ELECTION COMMISSIONER AS WELL AS DIRECTOR LOCAL BODIES (PS) SINCE IT IS NONE OF THE PREROGATIVE OF THE MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION TO OWN ACCORDIDLY PLAY WITH THE BONAFIDE PERMANENT ORIGINATING BELONGING OF THE INHABITATS WITHIN THE MUNICIPAL LIMITS. 

 HENCE THE DEMARCATION OF THE WARDS AS ABOVE BE SUSTIFIABLY APPRISED TO THE APPLICANT. 

REQ NO:5
The water supply and the severage facilities are long-past provided by the Municipal Committee, Dasuya.





BUT NON-CHARGED FROM THE CONSUMERS 

THE PROVISIONS FOR THE FREE SERVICING OF THE SAID PUBLIC CONVENIENCES BE CATEGORICALLY APPRISED TO THE APPLICANT.

REQ NO:6
The strategy of the Municipal Committee to LIFT THE UN-HYGENIC ALLIED GARBAGE-DUMPS FROM THE RESIDENTAIL LOCALITIES IN DASUYA, BE APPRISED IN TERM OF SPECIFIC TIME PERIOD.
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REQ NO:7
Under what circumstances and logics-behind the MUNICIPAL PARK ADJOINING TO MUNICIPAL COMMITTEE DASUYA, is resting un-attended/Non-Maintained for the general Public/inhabitants of Dasuya-Town to otherwise.

REQ NO:8
Shagun Palace at Miani Road falls within the Municipal Limits of Dasuya Municipality, OTHERWISE LACKING THE THROUGHOUT LIGHTING ARRANGEMENT (ROAD LIGHT)


The Municipal strategies to remove the captioned social deficiency, the circumstances responsible-behind the Non-Arrangement of the Street/Road light upto Shagun Palace, despite being the immense Public need/demand so far, be categorically apprised. 

REQ NO:9
What have been the circumstances behind the dispension/discontinuation of existing SLAUGHTER HOUSE (Municipal Managed) and what authority/permission stands accorded to the Meat-Shop owners to SLAUGHTER THE ANIMALS i.e. SHEEP/GOAT (HE OR SHE) INSIDE THE BUCHER SHOPS AT ROAD SIDES RATHER AT NAKED 
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PUBLIC PLACE, WHICH IS THE EXCULSIVE ACCOUNTABILITY OF THE MUNICIPALITY  TO SUITABLY CHECK THE UN-HYGENIC CLIMATIC ATMOSPHERE AT THE PUBLIC PLACES.  The tentative time-limits to resolve the captioned matter, IN TERMS OF TIME-LIMITS TO BE PREVIALED, be apprised.  

REQ NO:10
 To keep/Maintain Dasuya town NEET AND CLEAN TO THE MATIOLOUS OBSERVANCE OF THE PRIME MINISTER'S ONGOING COMPAIGN THEREFOR, DESPITE THE ENROLLMENT OF THE SANITARY INSEPCTORS.

"THE SARROUNDINGS OF DASUYA TOWN/STREETS/ROADS SITES ARE RULL OF WASTE GARBAGE RESTING STORED NON-LIFTED FOR THE YEARS TOGETHER".


TENT AMOUNTING COMMENTABLE BLOT ON THE LIKELY HYGENIC ATMOSPHERE INSIDE WHOLE THE TOWN.


HENCE THE FUNCTIONAL STRATEGIES TO PUT THE CITY NEAT AND CLEAN BE APPRISED. The mounted waste by the street/road sides be expeditiously got lifted. 
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REQ NO:11
Apprise the Name and the Polling Ward Number of the M.C. Having got the submersible pumps installed at his own costs/funds.

On not getting the information, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 23.11.2015 and second appeal in the Commission on 27.01.2016 under Section 19 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2.
Notice was sent to the parties for hearing on 30.03.2016 through Video Conference and later on this case was heard at Chandigarh. 

3.
The complainant filed written submission dated 09.02.2016 mentioning therein that since the delay caused for furnishing of the information stands delayed for 198 days commencing 27.07.2015 to 09.02.2016 which qualifies the arrogant SPIO to be procedurally burdened with the aggregating penalty Rs. 25000/- u/s 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005. 


Vide another written submission dated 09.03.2016, he submitted that respondent's letter no.5662 dated 18.09.2015 has been signed by other than PIO or APIO and that the said letter has been manipulated by the First Appellate Authority, which he termed as questionable forgery.  


In the end of his submission that the penalty of Rs. 25000/- should be imposed on the PIO under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.
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In yet another submission dated 11.06.2016, the appellant submitted that Rs. 25000/- warranting the SPIO be burdened with the procedural penalty aggregating Rs. 25000/- invariably payable to the appellant.


He filed additional written submission dated 29.06.2016 mentioned as under:-


i) That letter No.5662 dated 18.09.215 is non-maintainable since signed by incompetent inspector to the Municipal Council and not at all by the accountable SPIO.

ii) RTI Act is complete in itself well defined and equally binding upon all the parties inclusive of processing commissioners meaning thereby:

· 30 days from the date of RTI application are provided to the SPIO for the compliance/response to the application.

· 30 days are provided to the 1st Appellate Authority in addition for the compliance to the respective RTI application to follow in addition.

· The penalty for the default involved @ Rs. 250/- per day (aggregating Rs. 25000/-) is imposable upon the defaulting SPIO.

· None of the relaxations thereto is admissible to either of the parties to the case, inclusive of Hon'ble commissioner, State Commission (PB) Chandigarh.
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iii) The submission of the Regd. Letter No.1312HD dt.17.06.2016 (Reached the addressee-undersigned by 27.06.2016) is, too, un-enforceable SINCE SIGNED BY THE INCOMPETENT EXECUTIVE OFFICER SANDEEP TIWARI, MUNICIPAL COUNCIL, NABHA WHEREAS SHOW CAUSE NOTICE DT. 30.03.2016 STANDS SERVED UPON BY THE COMMISSION OTHERWISE UPON ACCOUNTABLE THE-THEN SPIO M.C.DASUYA.

iv) The so-claimed circulation of the Municipal Council Dasuya No.3208 dt.05.08.2015 stands self-admitted to be non-available in the case-file, tent amounting the non-existence thereof More so the annexure hereto purportedly to be reciprocation of the allied departments of the Municipal Council are equally NON-COGNIZABLE BEING UN-DATED EVIDENTING BY THE FACT-EXPOSURE OF THE RESPECTIVE PAGES 3-7 ALTOGETHER, MORESO IRRELEVANT TO THE VERY SUBJECT MATTER OF THE RESPECTIVE REQUISTIONS.  Hence concluded re-iterated for the qualifying penalty u/s 20(1) of the RTI Act-2005 be imposed upon the arrogant and manipulator/non-responsive SPIO and be paid to the complainant/claimant-undersigned.
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4.
During the hearing on 30.03.2016 the respondent stated that the information has been provided to the appellant on 18.09.2015.


In reply to the show cause notice the then respondent PIO sent written submission dated 17.06.2016 in the Commission mentioning therein that the RTI application dated 24.07.2015 was received in the office of the respondent on 28.07.2015. It has further been mentioned that the information sought pertained to different branches of the respondent Council and therefore vide letter no. 3208 dated 05.08.2015 concerned branches were directed to provide the information. It has also been stated in the reply that the information sought by the applicant was voluminous and concerning record of different branches and it was difficult to provide the information within time limit. In the end, the respondent PIO has stated that no intentional delay has been caused in providing information to the appellant. 

5.
After perusing the RTI application dated 24.07.2015 and the record placed on file by both the parties, it is ascertained that on receiving the RTI application on 28.07.2015, the respondent PIO wrote to the five branches on 05.08.2015 to provide information to the RTI applicant. It is further ascertained that the information on all the points was provided by the respondent vide letter dated 18.09.2015.


The perusal of RTI application dated 24.07.2015 reveals that not only the information sought by the appellant is voluminous but it is also vague. The information sought from point no. 4 to 10 is future action oriented information.
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The written submissions filed by the appellant are not only jumbled up ideas but also seem to be attempts to overawe the respondent Council. 


The motive of the appellant is wide off even the legal provisions of the RTI Act as indicated by his written submission dated 11.06.2016 mentioning:-


"warranting the SPIO be burdened with the procedural penalty aggregating Rs. 25000/- invariably payable to the appellant".


There is no provision in the RTI Act to pay the penalty amount to the appellant.


In wake of aforementioned discussion, it is ascertained that the information sought by the appellant vide application received by the respondent on 28.07.2015 has been provided on 18.09.2015 and there is no intentional or willful delay on part of the respondent in providing the information. 
The Commission advises the appellant to employ use of proper language while seeking information from a public authority or filing appeal in the Commission in future.  


The instant Appeal Case is devoid of merit and therefore, accordingly, it is disposed of and closed. 

6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties

Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.09.2016


                     
        State Information Commissioner

