STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Sewa Singh,

Shiv Mandir Dharamshala,

ESW Colony,Tajpur Road,

Opposite Police Post, Ludhiana.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Department of Local Government (LG – 1  Branch)

Mini Secretariat,  Sector 9,Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Zone-B, Ludhiana.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1602 of 2013    

Order

Present: 
Shri Sewa Singh, appellant, in person.

Shri Kulwant Singh, Draftsman(Drawing Branch), Zone-B, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondents. 


In this case on 05.12.2013, Shri Madan Sood, Superintendent-cum-PIO was directed to make written submission, if any, in response to the show-cause notice through a duly sworn affidavit, failing which further steps to initiate disciplinary proceedings would  be taken under the relevant provisions of RTI Act, 2005. Besides, PIOs of both the above noted respondent authorities were directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing i.e. 23.01.2014 apart from  providing the requisite information to the appellant under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 23.01.2014.
2.

On 23.01.2014, Shri Madan Sood, PIO of the office of PSLG and Shri Neeraj Jain, PIO of the office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana were present as per the directions of the Commission issued on 05.12.2013. Shri Madan Sood, PIO, submitted an affidavit in response to the show-cause notice, which was taken on record. The respondent stated that the 
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requisite information had been supplied to the appellant by the Municipal Corporation Ludhiana(Zone-B) by post. He further submitted that the reasons  for the delay in the supply of the information was that the RTI application was transferred late by the office of Director Local Government. Since the Appellant was not present, while giving him one more opportunity to pursue his case, the case was adjourned to 18.03.2014.
3.

On 18.03.2014, the respondent stated that the requisite information had been supplied to the appellant but the appellant expressed his dis-satisfaction over the provided information. He stated that he wanted copies of minutes of the meetings held at the level of Deputy Commission regarding construction of religious places.   Accordingly, Ms. Monica Anand, PIO of Drawing Branch, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, was  directed to supply the copies of minutes of the meetings as per the demand of the appellant before the next date of hearing. She was also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing i.e. today  alongwith a copy of provided information. 

4.

Shri Kulwant Singh, Draftsman, appearing on behalf of the respondents, submits a letter No. 90/ATP-B, dated 21.05.2014 from Joint Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana vide which he has requested the Commission to exempt Smt. Monika Anand, PIO from her presence on 21.5.2014 i.e. today as her presence is mandatory during Demolition  drive for removal of encroachment , which is  to be carried out on 21.05.2014 as per the directions of Hon’ble High Court in COCP No. 27 of 2013.

5.

Shri Kulwant Singh states that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant and he hands over one copy of the information to the appellant in the court today. He also submits one copy of the information to the Commission, which is taken on record. 

6.

Since the requisite information stands provided to the appellant to his satisfaction, the case is disposed of and closed.  








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 21-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Kamal Kishore Vashisht,

# 2515, Sector-35C,

Chandigarh.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Department of Local Government, Sector 9,

Mini Secretariat, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,


Department of PWD, B&R, Sector 9,


Mini Secretariat, Chandigarh.

3.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Chief Secretary to Government, Punjab,


(Personnel Deptt.IAS Branch),

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.   1473 of 2013  

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.
Shri Ravi Katoch,  Senior Assistant, PWD(B&R),  on behalf of the respondents



In this case on  04.12.2013,  Shri Amandeep Singh, Senior Assistant, IAS Branch, appearing  on behalf of the Respondent No. 3 stated that  despite putting in their best efforts, they had not been able to locate the relevant  record pertaining  to information on point ‘A’, which reads as under:-

Order of Punjab Government vide which secretary-ship was withdrawn from the Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R) and Heads of Departments to the officers of IAS Cadre by the Punjab Government in the year 1955.
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 He further stated that as the matter pertained to Policy decision, a request had  also been made to Policy Branches namely P.P.-1 and P.P.-2 who too had  informed that no such order was  available with them. 

2.

The Appellant stated that the said order was passed in the year 1955 when Shri Nayyar was posted as Chief Engineer-cum-Secretary, PWD(B&R) and a copy of the said order could be available within with the Irrigation Department or with the office of PWD(*B&R). Accordingly, Respondent  No. 3 i.e. PIO of the office of Chief Secretary Punjab was directed to explore the possibility of obtaining a copy of the said order from  Irrigation and PWD(B&R) Departments and provide the same to the Appellant. It was further directed that in case a copy of the said order is not found then a duly sworn affidavit to this effect  be filed by the PIO.   

3.

Accordingly, on 23.01.2013 Shri Harbhajan Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent, IAS Branch  submitted an affidavit duly attested by Executive Magistrate to the effect that the said order is not available in Personnel, PWD(B&R) and Irrigation Departments and thus he is unable to provide requisite information. The affidavit had been taken on record.  The Appellant stated that the information at point  ‘D’ had also not been provided to him so far,  which reads as under:-


Can charges/show-cause notice against an XEN and Superintending Engineer be drafted and framed without getting the same recommended from the office of Chief Engineer. 
After detailed discussion, held in the court,   it was  considered appropriate to provide one more opportunity to the Respondents to make more efforts to procure requisite information  from the concerned Departments including the office of Chief Engineer, on points  ‘A’ and ‘D’   and supply to the Appellant before the next date of hearing with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 18.03.2014.
4.

On 18.03.2014, Shri Harbhajan Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent IAS Branch, appearing on behalf of the respondents states that despite the best efforts, he 
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has not been able to locate the requisite order of the Punjab Government and he had already submitted an affidavit  in this regard. Accordingly, respondent No. 3 was exempted from further hearings in the instant case. 
5.

Shri  Ravi Katoch, Senior Assistant, PWD(B&R)  appeared  before the Commission, after the hearing was over.   He informed the Commission  that information regarding point ‘D’ had been supplied to the appellant by PWD(B&R) vide letter No. 19/59/12-BR(1)/904, dated 14.03.2014 and by Irrigation Department vide letter No. Spl./2014/120, dated 14.03.2014. He had brought a written submission for handing over to the appellant.  Since the appellant had left, Shri Ravi Katoch  was  directed to supply a copy of the submission to the appellant by registered post. The case was adjourned for today. 

6.

Today, Shri Ravi Katoch, Senior Assistant, PWD(B&R), appearing on behalf of the respondents, reiterates that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. Since the appellant is not present nor any intimation regarding non-supply of information has been received, it shows that he has received the information and is satisfied.
7.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 








      Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 21-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,

H.No.78/8,Park Road,

New Mandi, DHURI,  District: Sangrur.





…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Financial Commissioner, Revenue,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Financial Commissioner, Revenue,


Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 598 of 2013    

Order

Present: 
Shri Prem Kumar Rattan, appellant, in person.
Shri Gurmeet Singh, Senior Assistant, office of F.C.R.; Smt. Asha Rani, Senior Assistant, Tehsil Office, Dera Bassi and Smt. Sukhjeet Kaur, Junior Assistant, D.C. Office, Sangrur, on behalf of the respondents. 


In this case, on 19.09.2013 the Appellant was asked to inform the Commission whether he was satisfied with the information supplied to him by the Respondent. During the course of hearing, the Appellant informed that the information from various districts had been provided to him  but the information from the concerned branches of the office of the Respondents was still pending. Accordingly, the Respondent was directed to provide the same before the next date of hearing.  The case was adjourned to 22.01.2014.
2.

On 22.01.2014, a letter dated 17.01.2014 was received from the appellant vide which he had sought exemption from the appearance and the case was adjourned to 18.03.2014.

3.

On 18.03.2014,  the appellant was again not present. Written submissions were  made  from Deputy Commissioner, Mohali; Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur;  APIO-cum-
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Superintendent, Consolidation of Holdings(FCR) and Superintendent-cum-APIO, Revenue-1 Br.(Rehabilitation ), which were  taken on record.  Detailed discussion was held  in the absence 
of the appellant which revealed  that some information relating to D. C. office Mohali and D.C. Office, Sangrur was  still pending. Therefore, PIOs of the offices of Deputy Commissioner, Mohali and Deputy Commissioner, Sangur were  directed to supply  the remaining information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. They were  also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain factual position of the case so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, the appellant states that the complete information has not been supplied to him so far as the information in respect of D.C. office Mohali and D.C. Office Sangrur is still pending. 

5.

Smt. Asha Rani, Senior Assistant, Tehsil Office, Dera Bassi and Smt. Sukhjeet Kaur, Junior Assistant, D.C. Office, Sangrur, state that the information, available on their record, has already been supplied to the appellant and no other information in respect of instant RTI application is available in  their record. 

6.

Accordingly, D.R.O.-cum-PIO, office of Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur and Shri Gurminder Singh, Tehsildar, Dera Bassi are directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant and in case it is not available on their record, then they will submit an affidavit personally, on the next date of hearing, to the effect that the information available in their record has already been supplied to the appellant and no other information relating to the instant RTI application, is available in their record. 
7.

Adjourned to  07.08.2014  at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 21-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Shri Gurminder Singh, Tehsildar-cum-PIO,


Dera Bassi, District: Mohali.


District Revenue Officer-cum-PIO,



Office of Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri  Arun Kumar Tiwari,

H.No.16-C,Rattan Nagar,

Tripuri, Patiala-147001.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Department of Local Government,

Mini Secretariat,Sector-9,Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,


Department of Local Government,


Mini Secretariat,Sector-9,Chandigarh.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1633 of 2013   

Order

Present: 
Shri Arun Kumar Tiwari, appellant, in person.
Shri Ajit Singh, Senior Assistant, L.G.-1 Branch, office of Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab, on behalf of the respondents.


In this case, on 10.12.2013,  Shri Jasbir Singh, Senior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondents, sought some more time to enable him to provide the requisite information to the appellant on the ground that most of the staff had changed and he had taken over recently, which was granted. The case was adjourned to 23.01.2014.
2.

On 23.01.2014, none was present on behalf of the respondents. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, it was directed that in case the information was  not provided to the appellant before the next date of hearing and the respondent was  not present alongwith a copy of the provided information on the next date of 
hearing, strict punitive action would  be initiated under the relevant provisions of RTI Act, 2005. The case was adjourned to 18.03.2014.
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3.

On 18.03.2014, a  letter through FAX was  received from the appellant vide which he informed the Commission that due to ill health he was  unable to attend the court and  requested  to adjourn the case to some other date.  
Since the  respondent was not present on 23.01.2014  nor any information had been supplied to the appellant, he was warned that in case he was  not present nor any information was  supplied, punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against the PIO. Despite those directions,  the respondent was  again  not present.  Viewing that lapse of deliberately denying the information to the appellant seriously, one last opportunity was  afforded to the respondent to supply the complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing and he was directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing  i.e. today alongwith a copy of provided information to explain reasons  for delay failing which ex-parte action will be taken under the relevant provisions of RTI Act, 2005. A copy was also forwarded to Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab to ensure that the requisite information is supplied to the appellant and the PIO is present on the next date of hearing i.e. today alongwith a copy of the provided information and to explain reasons for delay in the supply of the information. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, Shri Ajit Singh, Senior Assistant, is present on behalf of the respondents, who  states  that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant and payment of all the benefits has been made to him. The appellant asserts that payment has been made in instalments and Action Taken Report on the letter from the Director Local Government has not been supplied to him as yet.  For this the respondent seeks some more time. Accordingly, the PIO is directed that the remaining information be supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing otherwise strict punitive action will be initiated under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005.
5.

Adjourned to 07.08.2014  at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 21-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Karandeep Singh, President,

People for Literacy (Regd.)

H.No.7,Indira Market,Gill Road,

Ludhiana-3.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Joint Commissioner, (M),


Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1755 of 2012   

Order

Present: 
Shri Karandeep Singh, appellant,  in person.  
None  for the respondents.


In this case, on 18.09.2013, the respondent-PIO was directed to file a duly sworn affidavit to the effect that there were no sealing orders available on record. The appellant submitted that much delay had occurred in the providing the information and requested that the respondents be panelized as per the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2.

On 22.01.2014, none was present. While giving one more opportunity to both the parties to pursue their case,  the case was adjourned for 18.03.2014.
3.

On 18.03.2014,  none was  present on behalf of the respondents. Viewing the absence of the respondent during  two consecutive hearings seriously, the PIO was 
directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to file a duly sworn affidavit as per the directions issued by the Commission on 18.09.2013 and to explain the 
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reasons for absence during  two consecutive hearings  otherwise punitive action will have to be initiated as per the provisions the RTI Act, 2005. 
A copy of the order was  forwarded to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to ensure that the concerned PIO is present in person on the next date of hearing   i.e. today alongwith duly sworn affidavit. 

4.

Today again none is present for the respondents. Viewing the continuous absence of the respondent seriously, one last opportunity is afforded to the PIO to be present in person on the next date of hearing along duly sworn affidavit otherwise punitive action for imposing penalty under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated. 

5.

A copy of the order is forwarded to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to direct the PIO to attend the court on the next date of hearing alongwith duly sworn affidavit.

6.

Adjourned to  05.08.2014  at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 21-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner

CC:

Commissioner, 






(Registered)



Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Karandeep Singh, President,

People for Literacy (Regd.)

7,Indira Market, Gill Road,

Ludhiana-3.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Joint Commissioner,


Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 1756 of 2012    

Order

Present: 
Shri Karandeep Singh,  appellant., in person.
Shri  Neeraj Jain, PIO-cum-Superintendent, House Tax, Zone-B, on behalf of the respondents. 


In this case, on 18.09.2013, the appellant informed that the information provided was incomplete. He further stated that he would be satisfied if the information regarding encroachment of land by Ms. Sunita  Aggarwal, Deputy Senior Mayor was provided to him by the respondents. Written reply to show-cause notice was submitted by Shri P.S. Ghuman and Shri Manjit Singh, which was taken on record. 

2.

On 22.01.2014, none was present. While giving one more opportunity to both the parties the case was adjourned for 18.03.2014.
3.

On 18.03.2014, Shri Neeraj Jain, PIO-cum-Superintendent, appearing on behalf of the respondents, stated that the requisite  information in respect of Ms. Sunita Aggarwal, Deputy Senior Mayor, as per the demand of the appellant, had been supplied to him by post.   Since the appellant was  not present in person, he  was  directed to 
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submit his observations, if any, on the provided information. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, the appellant states that the building in question was constructed about 4  years back  and he   has asked for information with regard to sewerage cess, water cess, roads, lights and house tax, which has not been supplied to him so far.  He further states that he has received  information from the  Building Branch.
5.

Accordingly, Shri Rajinder Singh, PIO(O&M Cell) , Zone-B; Shri Ranjit Singh, PIO(B&R), Zone-B; Shri S. P. Singh, PIO(Light Branch) Zone-B and Shri Neeraj Jain, PIO(House Tax) Zone-B, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana are directed to supply the requisite information pertaining to their sections before the next date of hearing under intimation to the Commission. They are  directed to be present in person alongwith relevant record on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay as the instant RTI application is pending since 10.08.2012.
6.

Adjourned to  05.08.2014  at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 21-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Shri Rajinder Singh, PIO(O&M Cell) , Zone-B;
      REGISTERED


Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

 

Shri Ranjit Singh, PIO(B&R), Zone-B; 


    REGISTERED
Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

Shri S. P. Singh, PIO(Light Branch) Zone-B 

REGISTERED
Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

Shri Neeraj Jain, PIO(House Tax) Zone-B,

REGISTERED
 Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Karandeep Singh, President,

7, Indira Market, Gill Road,

Ludhiana-3.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Joint Commissioner (M),


Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1757 of 2012    

Order

Present: 
Shri Karandeep Singh,  appellant, in person.
Shri Tajinder Pal Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondents.



In this case, on 18.09.2013, Shri Ajay Sood, Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Ludhiana, who was the designated PIO during the relevant period and Shri Tajinder Pal Singh, Superintendent, Zone-D, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana were issued show-cause notices to explain in writing by furnishing self-attested affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon them till the information is furnished. Shri Tajinder Pal Singh was further directed to tender a duly sworn affidavit stating that the information provided to the appellant is complete and correct and there is no further information on record which could be provided to the appellant. The case was adjourned to 22.01.2014.
2.

On 22.01.2014, none was present. While giving one more opportunity to both the parties , the case was adjourned to 18.03.2014.
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3.

On 18.03.2014, written submission explaining his position with regard to delay occurred in the supply of requisite information in the instant case,  in response to show-cause notice  issued to him, was  received through FAX from Shri Tajinder Pal Singh , which was  taken on record. As  he had  not submitted a duly sworn affidavit to the effect that the information provided to the appellant is complete and correct and there is no further information on record which could be provided to the appellant as was directed on 18.09.2013,   he was again directed to the submit the affidavit, in person, on the next date of hearing i.e. today.
4.

As per the directions issued on the last date of hearing. Shri Tejinder Pal Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO, submits an affidavit, which is taken on record. Respondent further states that the information, available on record, has been supplied to the appellant and notice under Section 108 has also been issued in this case. 
5.

The appellant submits that copies of sewerage bills, water bills and disposal bills have not been supplied to him as yet.  Accordingly, Shri Ravinder Garg, A.C.T.(O&M)-cum-PIO, Zone-D, is directed to provide copies of water, sewerage and disposal bills alongwith copies of any notices, if issued, to the appellant before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission. He is also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to apprise the Commission of the status of the case and explain reasons for delay in the supply of requisite information. 

6.

Adjourned to  05.08.2014 at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 21-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner

CC:

Shri Ravinder Garg, 




REGISTERED
A.C.T.(O&M)-cum-PIO, Zone-D,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Dharam Vir Ralhan,

H.No.30-C, Rajguru Nagar,

Ludhiana.







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Superintendent, Finance &

Policy Branch & Coordination,

Department of Finance,

Pb.Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.





…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 247 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Dharamvir Ralhan, complainant, in person.

Shri Gurdial Singh, Additional Director, Internal Audit; Shri Bahadur Singh, ACFA and Shri Arvind Pal Singh, Auditor, on behalf of the respondent.


In this case,  on 20.03.2014,  Shri Naib Singh, Superintendent, Finance & Policy Branch & Coordination, Department of Finance, appearing on behalf of the  respondent stated that the RTI application of the complainant had been transferred to Examiner Local Fund Account and Additional Director, Internal Audit for supplying information to the complainant as the information related to them. A detailed discussion was  held in the court regarding information sought by the complainant, which revealed  that the information asked for at points No. 1 and 2 had been supplied to the complainant but the information asked for at points No. 3 and 4 was  still pending.  Regarding information asked for at points No. 3 and 4, Shri Gurdial Singh, Additional Director-cum-PIO, Internal Audit was  directed to submit a duly attested  affidavit to the effect that in respect of this information no Notification has been issued by the Government. 

2.

As per the directions issued by the Commission on 20.03.2014, 
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 an affidavit in respect of information asked for at points No. 3 and 4 had been 

sent to the complainant by PIO-cum-Additional Director, Internal Audit vide letter No. 142 with a copy to the Commission vide endst. No. 1432, dated 26.03.2014, which had been taken on record. The case was adjourned to 02.04.2014.
3.

On 02.04.2014, the complainant stated  that he had received the affidavit but it had not been attested. He further stated that the following information was  still pending:

(1)
Steps taken by Punjab Government to reduce court cases of pensions.


(2)
In case pension receive show cause notice for recoveries to whom he should approach.

(3)
State Government Audit Policy.

4.

Accordingly, it was directed that duly attested  affidavit be furnished to the complainant alongwith  pending information  at  above noted 3 points before the next date of hearing.  The PIO was  directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to ensure that complete information had been supplied to the complainant as per his demand.
5.

As per the directions of the Commission  issued on the last date of hearing, the respondent submits a duly attested affidavit, which is handed over to the complainant. The respondent submits that since the complete information, available on record has been supplied to the complainant, the case may be closed.  

6.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. ,









Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  21-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Rohit Sikka,

H.NO.14, Bawa Colony,

Balloki Road, Haibowal,

Ludhiana.








…Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.








…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 03  of 2013    

Order

Present: 
Shri Rohit Sikka, complainant, in person.

None for  the respondent.


In this case, on 18.12.2013, Shri Surinder Singh Bindra, Assistant Town Planner, Municipal Council,  Phagwara was directed to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing i.e. 22.01.2014 and apprise the Commission of the factual position as the demolition drive was undertaken by Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana under his supervision, when he was posted at Ludhiana. 

2.

On 22.01.2014, Shri Surinder Singh Bindra, appeared as per the directions of the Commission and stated that the requisite information had been provided to the complainant by Municipal Corporation Ludhiana. A message was received from the complainant requesting for adjournment of the case to some other date and the case was adjourned for 18.03.2014.
3.

On 18.03.2014,  a detailed discussion was  held to know the factual 
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position/status  of the case.  During discussion the complainant submitted  that Bawa Builders built an unauthorized Colony namely Bawa Colony Baloki Road, Haibowal Kalan, Ludhiana  in which approximately 170 houses were built.  Initially the Bawa Builders  got approved the plans of a few houses and paid development charges and 
showing receipts to other buyers sold  about 170 houses and thus committed a fraud and cheated the people. During discussion it was  revealed that when Municipal Corporation officers took action for demolition of these unauthorized houses, he paid  Rs. 15/- lakh as development charges to the Corporation through cheques which later bounced. In this way he  also  cheated the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. Regarding bouncing of cheques, a case in the lower court is pending.

4.

In the circumstances narrated above, Shri M. S. Aujla, Director Town Planning, Local Government Department, Punjab,  was directed to issue instructions to the concerned officers for filing FIR against the builder to recover the balance amount of development charges and composition fees, if any,  for unauthorized construction alongwith the payment of bounced cheques.  He was  also directed to send Action Taken Report to the Commission before the next date of hearing. Besides, Shri Surinder Singh Bindra, ATP, Phagwara was  directed to pursue the case at his level and attend the court on the next date of hearing.  The  PIO of the office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana was  also directed to attend the court on the next date of hearing to apprise the Commission of the latest position of the case. The case was adjourned for today.
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5.

Despite the clear cut directions issued on the last date of hearing, neither the PIO of the office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana nor Shri Surinder Singh Bindra, ATP, Phagwara  is  present today.  Besides, no Action Taken Report has been furnished by Shri M. S. Aujla, Director Town Planning, Local Government Department, Punjab, Chandigarh to the Commission.  Viewing the lapse on the part of the said officers seriously, one last opportunity is provided to them to act as per the directions of the Commission, otherwise punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be  initiated against them.

6.

Adjourned to 05.08.2014  at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  21-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner

CC:

Shri M. S. Aujla, 



Director, Town & Planning, 



Local Government Department,



Punjab Water Supply & Sewerage Board Complex,



Madhya Marg, Sector:27, Chandigarh.



Shri Surinder Singh Bindra, 



REGISTERED


Assistant Town Planner, 
Municipal Council, Phagwara

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Brij Lal Sharma,

H.No.690-B,MIG Super,

Phase XI(Sector-65),Mohali.





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Chief Administrator,

Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

Sector 62,SAS Nagar, Mohali.





…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 168 of 2013    

Order

Present: 
Shri Brij Lal Sharma, complainant, in person.

Shri Karam Singh, Senior Assistant and Shri Joginder Singh, J.E., Estate Office GMADA, on behalf of the respondent.


In this case  on 22.01.2014, the respondent stated that the requisite information had been provided to the Complainant. The Complainant submitted  that in view of  privacy of his family, no action had been taken by the Respondent to demolish  the un-authorised construction in # M.I.G. 690-A, Phase-11, Mohali. The  Respondent informed  the Commission that prior to undertake demolition  of  an  un-authorised construction, it was  mandatory to issue three notices to the concerned allottee. He further submitted  that requisite three notices had  been issued to the owner of # M.I.G. 690-A, Phase;11, Mohali.  He further informed  that the case was  separately under consideration  to regularise such un-authorised constructions. 

2.

In view of the delay occurred in taking the appropriate action and non-supply of  complete information to the Complainant despite issuance of directions  by the Commission a number of times,  Show-Cause Notice was  issued to the Respondent-PIO to explain through written submission on the next date of hearing as to 
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why  penalty be not imposed upon him/her  under the provisions  of RTI  Act, 2005,  for non-supply of requisite information to the Complainant within stipulated period as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. The case was adjourned to 18.03.2014.
3.

On 18.03.2014,  as per the directions issued by the Commission, Smt. Dalbir Kaur, Assistant Estate Officer-cum-PIO  was present. She stated that the complete information as per original application of the complainant had been supplied to him. She further stated that new  information was  being asked for by the complainant every time. She informed  the Commission that the allotment of the said house had been cancelled and she handed  over a report of cancellation of the house to the complainant. Accordingly,  the PIO was directed to submit an affidavit on the next date of hearing that the complete information in respect of original RTI application of the complainant in the instant case had been supplied to him. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

As per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing i.e. 18.03.2014, the respondent submits an affidavit. The complainant submits that the affidavit is not on the stamp paper nor it has been attested. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to submit the affidavit on stamp paper duly attested by  Executive Magistrate.
5.

Adjourned to  10.06.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 21-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner
