STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Vipan Kumar,

S/o Shri Gian Chand,

City Show Room, New Market,

Jaito-151202,District: Faridkot






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Jaito,

District:  Faridkot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Deputy Commissioner,


Faridkot.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2713 of 2013     

Order
Present: 
Shri Gian Chand Goyal,  on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Naresh Gupta, Shri Vishav Bandhu, Court-Clerk and  Shri Sandeep Kumar Bakolia, Advocate, on behalf of the  respondents.



In this case,  Shri  Vipin Kumar, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 24-10-2013 addressed to PIO, office of  sought certain information on 9 points regarding house tax and plans of Bank Buildings and shops.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated   26-11-2013   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  12-12-2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 23.01.2014.

Contd……p/2

AC- 2713 of 2013  


-2-  
3.

On 23.01.2014, the respondent stated  that the information had  been provided to the appellant and some information related to third party, which could not be provided.  The appellant submitted that the provided information was incomplete. After perusing the sought information, the respondent was directed to supply complete information to the appellant as it did not relate to the third party. Then the respondent sought some more time to supply the remaining information, which was granted. The case was adjourned to 25.03.2014.

4.

On 25.03.2014, the respondent stated that the information was sent through a special messenger to hand over the same to the appellant but he refused to accept it. Later on, the information was sent through Courier. The respondent submitted  a copy of the provided information to the Commission, which was  taken on record. Since the  appellant was  not present, he was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 22.05.2014.
5.

On 22.05.2014, Shri Gian Chand, appearing  on behalf of the appellant, stated that the information had been sought on 9 points  and the provided information  was  incorrect and incomplete. Then a point-wise discussion was  held in the court and found that the provided information was  incomplete and not point-wise. Therefore, it was  directed that point-wise complete information be provided to the appellant on the next date of hearing alongwith an affidavit to the effect that no other information in respect of instant RTI application, except the one that has been provided, is available on their record. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, Shri Naresh Gupta, appearing on behalf of the respondents, makes a written submission dated 25.06.2014 from the Executive Officer, Municipal Committee, Jaitu, District Faridkot containing certain preliminary objections which have been considered and taken on record.  As per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, Shri Naresh Gupta submits an affidavit from the Executive 
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Officer affirming that the information on all the 9 points have been supplied to the appellant. 
7.

On the other hand, the appellant reiterates that the provided information is incorrect, incomplete and not to the point.  He  further states that the information has been delayed and submits that a penalty may be imposed upon the PIO and he may be compensated for the loss and detriment suffered by him. 
8.

Accordingly, the PIO is directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to submit an affidavit to the effect that no other information relating to the instant RTI application  is available with them except the one that has already been supplied to the appellant and to explain the reasons through a written submission  as to why penalty under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed upon him/her and also as to why suitable compensation be not awarded to the appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him while obtaining requisite information in the instant case. 
9.

Adjourned to 10.07.2014 at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25-06-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon,

7, Indira Market, Gill Road,

Miller Ganj, Ludhiana- 141003.






…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Municipal Corporation,


Ludhiana.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1253 of 2013    

Order
Present: 
Shri Karandeep Singh, appellant, in person.

Shri Harpreet Singh Ghai, PIO-cum-ATP, Zone-A , Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, and Shri Jasbir Singh, Senior Assistant, office of Director Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh,  on behalf of the respondents.


In this case, on 12.02.2014,  Shri Harpreet Singh Ghai, ATP-cum-PIO was present. He handed over the information to the appellant stating  that the information on 27 points had been supplied except the information at point No.1, which related to Local Government Department. It was observed that since the RTI application of the appellant had not been transferred to the Local Government Department under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, the ATP-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana was directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant after collecting it from the Local Government Department. Besides, the appellant was directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission, before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 09.04.2014.
2.

On 09.04.2014,  Shri Om Parkash, Establishment Clerk, Building Branch, 
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Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, appearing on behalf of the respondents, submitted  a letter No. 1858/ATP-A, dated 07.04.2014 from Shri Harpreet Singh Ghai, ATP-cum-PIO, Zone-A, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, vide which Shri Ghai had informed that they had  yet to receive the information from the Government for supplying the same to the appellant. He had  requested to exempt him from  personal appearance during hearing  on 09.04.2014 as  he was performing the election duty as a Sector Officer in 060 Ludhiana East Constituency. In the last he had assured that as and when the information on remaining points was received from the government, it would be further supplied to the appellant. He had also requested to fix the next date of hearing in this case after the election process was over in Punjab.
The appellant submitted  that the information had  been delayed much as he submitted his RTI application to the PIO on 13.02.2013. He requested  that a suitable penalty under the  relevant provisions of RTI Act, 2005 be imposed on the PIO for the delay in the supply of complete  information and he might  be awarded suitable compensation for the loss and detriment suffered by him.

3.

In view of the delay caused in the supply of requisite information in the instant case, Shri Harpreet Singh Ghai, ATP-cum-PIO, Zone, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana was  issued a Show-Cause Notice to explain reasons through a duly sworn affidavit, on the next date of hearing, as to why a penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon him under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005. 

4.

In  this case, the appellant had attended the office of the Commission at Chandigarh during 5 hearings, held in this case so far,  while travelling from Ludhiana. In view of the loss and detriment suffered by the appellant in obtaining the information in the instant case, a compensation of Rs. 3500/-  was  awarded to the appellant to be paid by the Public Authority through a Bank Draft before the next date of hearing.
 The case was adjourned for today.
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5.

Today,  as per the directions of the Commission given on the last date of hearing, the respondent hands over a Bank Draft for Rs. 3500/-
(Rupees three thousand five hundred only) as compensation amount to the 
appellant. He also makes a written submission in response to the show-cause  notice issued to him, which is taken on record. 
6.

The appellant states that the information on Points No. 2, 3, 9, 10, 11, 13, 15, 16, 25, 27 is still pending. The respondent states that the information available in their office has been supplied to the appellant and the information on some points is available in  the offices of DLG and PSLG.  Accordingly, Shri Harpreet Singh Ghai, PIO, is directed to supply the remaining complete  information to the appellant within 30 days after collecting the same from the concerned offices. 
7.

Adjourned to  09.09.2014  at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25-06-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon,

7, Indira Market, Gill Road,

Miller Ganj, Ludhiana- 141003.






…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

2.
Public Information Officer,


o/o Principal Secretary, Local Government, 


Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9,


Chandigarh.


3.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Principal Secretary, Local Government, 


Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9,


Chandigarh.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1267 of 2013    

Order
Present: 
Shri Karandeep Singh, appellant, in person.

Shri Vikram Kumar, Establishment Clerk on behalf of the respondents and  Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate, on behalf of Shri Hemant Batra, STP, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.



The case was last heard on 09.04.2014, when as per the directions of the Commission issued on 12.02.2014,  Shri Navjot Singh, XEN, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar  was  present. He handed  over requisite information to the appellant in the court. Accordingly, the appellant  was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the 
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provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today. 
2.

Today, the appellant states that he has sent his observations/deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO but the respondent states that they have not received the same. Besides, a letter  No. XEN-2/75, dated 20.06.2014 from PIO-cum-Executive Engineer(Civil), Division No. 2, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar has been received in the Commission informing that he has not received any observations from the appellant regarding information handed over to him on the last date of hearing. He has requested that the instant case may be closed. 
Accordingly, the appellant is directed to supply a copy of his observations on the provided information to the PIO and the PIO is directed to supply complete information  to the  appellant after removing the deficiencies, pointed out by him, within 30 days.  


3.

Adjourned to  09.09.2014  at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.








 Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25-06-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon,

7, Indira Market, Gill Road,

Miller Ganj, Ludhiana- 141003.






…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,


o/o Principal Secretary, Local Government, 


Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9,


Chandigarh.


2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Principal Secretary, Local Government, 


Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9,


Chandigarh.


3.
Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

4.
Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1349 of 2013    

Order
Present: 
Shri Karandeep Singh, appellant, in person.

Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP(HQ)-cum-PIO; Shri Rajinder Singh XEN Workshop; Shri Om Parkash Clerk Workshop; Shri Rajiv Saggar, Inspector Building Branch HQ on behalf of the respondents and   Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate, on behalf of Shri Hemant Batra, STP, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.


In this case on 12.02.2014 none was present for the respondents and the appellant stated that no information had been provided to him so far. Since the RTI 
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application of the appellant had since been transferred to the PIO of the office of 
Municipal Corporation, Amritsar and the PIO of the office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana by the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab, the PIOs of the offices of the said Municipal Corporations were directed to provide the requisite complete information to the appellant with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 09.04.2014. 

2.

On 09.04.2014, Shri Naresh Kumar, SDO, appearing on behalf of the respondents handed over requisite information to the appellant in the court. He stated that the information asked for at points 11, 12 and 13 did not relate to Municipal Corporation, Amritsar and the PIO of the office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana had been asked by the PIO of the Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh vide letter dated 18.04.2013 to supply the requisite information to the appellant. 
The appellant submitted  that the information had been delayed much as he submitted his RTI application to the PIO on 23.03.2013. He submitted  that a suitable penalty under the  relevant provisions of RTI Act, 2005 be imposed on the PIO for the delay in the supply of complete  information and he might  be awarded suitable compensation for the loss and detriment suffered by him. 
In view of the delay caused in the supply of requisite information in the instant case, Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP(HQ), Zone-A, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana  was  issued a Show-Cause Notice to explain reasons through a duly sworn affidavit, on the next date of hearing, as to why a penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon him under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005. So far as the request for compensation was concerned,  the appellant has attended the office of the Commission at Chandigarh during 3 hearings, held in this case so far,  while travelling from Ludhiana. In view of the loss and detriment suffered by the appellant in obtaining the information in the instant case, a compensation of Rs. 2500/- was  awarded to the appellant to be paid by the Public Authority through a Bank Draft before the next date of hearing. The case 
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was adjourned for today.
3.

Today,  in response to show-cause notice issued to Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, PIO, Building & Drawing-cum-ATP, Head Office, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana on the last date of hearing,  she makes a written submission through an affidavit dated 24.06.2014, which is taken on record.  In the affidavit she has stated that on receipt of orders of Hon’ble Commission dated 09.04.2014, orders were forwarded to XEN Workshop-cum-PIO Workshop vide letter No. 86 /ATP/HO dated 05.06.2014 to supply information to the applicant  and the XEN Workshop-cum-PIO has informed that the information was sent to the appellant on 28.06.2013. She has further stated that the information sought by  Shri Karandeep Singh, appellant, does not relate to her. Neither the RTI application/appeal nor any orders of 1st Appellate Authority or Hon’ble State Information Commission were ever marked /referred to her. She has prayed that she may please be exempted from this case. 

4.

Accordingly, while accepting the request of Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur,  Show-Cause Notice issued to her on the last date of hearing  is hereby  withdrawn. 
During discussion, it comes to the notice of the Commission that Shri Neeraj Jain, PIO, Zone-B , Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, is the concerned PIO in this case. Accordingly, Shri Neeraj Jain, PIO, Zone-B, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana,  is  directed to supply complete information to the appellant while coordinating with the PIO of Municipal Corporation Amritsar and PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh. He is directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to inform the Commission of the status of the case. It is also directed that the compensation of Rs. 25,00/- awarded to the appellant on the last date of hearing, for the loss and detriment suffered by him in obtaining requisite information in the instant case,  be paid to the appellant by the Public Authority through a Bank Draft. 
5.

A copy each of the order is forwarded to Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh; Commissioner Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and 
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Commissioner Municipal Corporation, Amritsar  to ensure that the complete information 
relating to instant RTI application is  supplied to the appellant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission.  
6.

Adjourned to  09.09.2014  at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.





 


Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25-06-2014


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Principal Secretary Local Government, 


Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, 

REGISTERED


Amritsar.



Commissioner,  Municipal Corporation,

REGISTERED


Ludhiana.



Shri Neetaj Jain, PIO, Zone-B,



REGISTERED


Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon,

7, Indira Market, Gill Road,

Miller Ganj, Ludhiana- 141003.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,


o/o Principal Secretary, Local Government, 


Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9,


Chandigarh.


2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Principal Secretary, Local Government, 


Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9,


Chandigarh.


3.
Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1269 of 2013    

Order
Present: 
Shri Karandeep Singh, appellant, in person.

Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP(HQ)-cum-PIO and  Shri Rajiv Saggar, Inspector Building Branch HQ on behalf of the respondents.


In this case on 08.10.2013, Shri Karandeep Singh, appellant, had submitted that he had received the communication from the respondent said to be containing the requisite information. He sought time to study the same, which was granted. The case was adjourned to 04.12.2013, which none was present for the parties. The case was further adjourned to 23.01.2014. On 23.01.2014, the appellant was present but none was present on behalf of the respondents. The appellant stated 

that the information provided was incomplete and misleading. Taking a serious view of 
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subsequent absence of the PIO, he was directed to be present in person on 12.02.2014 with complete and correct information otherwise punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated. On 12.02.2014,  none was present for the respondents. Taking a serious view of the absence of the PIO, another opportunity was provided to him to provide complete information to the appellant and to be present on the next date of hearing i.e. today. A  copy of the order was forwarded to Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh to ensure that complete information is provided to the appellant and the PIO is present during hearing on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 09.04.2014. 

2.

On 09.04.2014,  the appellant reiterated that the provided information  was  incomplete and misleading. He requested  that the complete information might  be provided to him. The respondent stated  that the information had  been sought in respect of Shri Raj Kumar, MTP, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana, Zone-A and the RTI application was transferred to M. C. Ludhiana under Section 6(3) of RTI Act, 2005 for the supplying the information to the appellant. 
In view of the delay caused in the supply of complete information to the appellant, Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP(HQ), Zone-A, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana was  issued a Show-Cause Notice to explain reasons through a duly sworn affidavit, on the next date of hearing, as to why a penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon him under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005. The PIOs were  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing under intimation to the Commission.  The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, Smt.  Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP(HQ), Zone-A, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana makes a written submission through an affidavit dated 24.06.2014, which is taken on record. In the affidavit she has stated that neither the RTI application nor the appeal filed before the 1st Appellate Authority or the orders passed by the 1st Appellate Authority were ever sent to her or marked to her. She has further stated that the matter 
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has come to her notice only  from the orders of the Commission dated 09.04.2014. She 
seeks some more time to supply the requisite information to the appellant. Accordingly, Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. 





4.

Adjourned to  09.09.2014  at 2.00 P.M.
for confirmation of compliance of orders.





 


Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25-06-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon,

7, Indira Market, Gill Road,

Miller Ganj, Ludhiana- 141003.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,


o/o Principal Secretary, Local Government, 


Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.


2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Principal Secretary, Local Government, 


Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9,
Chandigarh.





3.
Public Information Officer,


o/o Municipal Corporation, 
Ludhiana.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1354 of 2013    

Order

Present: 
Shri Karandeep Singh, appellant, in person.

Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP(HQ)-cum-PIO and Shri Rajiv Saggar, Inspector Building Branch HO on behalf of the respondents 


In this case,  on 12.02.2014,  the appellant stated that no information had been provided to him so far. Since none was present on behalf of the respondents, one last opportunity was afforded to the respondent-PIO to provide complete information to the appellant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. He was also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to apprise the Commission of the latest position of the case. The case was adjourned to 09.04.2014.
2.

On 09.04.2014, the respondent stated that the RTI application of the appellant had been transferred to the PIO of Municipal Corporation Ludhiana to supply requisite information to the appellant. Accordingly, Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP(HQ), Zone-A, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana  was  directed to supply complete information to the 
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appellant before the next date of hearing under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP(HQ)-cum-PIO, makes a written submission through an affidavit dated 24.06.2014, which is taken on record. In the affidavit, she 
 has submitted that the information sought by the appellant does not relate to her and the information sought by the applicant is regarding number of RTI applications received/disposed of etc. and hence relates to PIO(HQ)-cum-Nodal Officer, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. She has further stated that the PIO(HQ)-cum-Nodal Officer, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana  is trying his level best to get the required information from all zones and the same will be supplied to the appellant by him. In view of these facts, Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur has prayed that she may please be exempted from this case and her request is accepted.  Accordingly, Shri Surinder Pal, Superintendent-cum-PIO (HQ) is directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. He is directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to apprise the Commission of the latest position of the case, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him.
4.

A copy of the order is forwarded to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to ensure that the complete information relating to the instant RTI application is supplied to the appellant without any further delay. 
5.

Adjourned to  09.09.2014  at 2.00 P.M.






 


Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25-06-2014


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Shri Surinder Pal, 

Superintendent-cum-PIO(HQ).
 


Registered
Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon,

7, Indira Market, Gill Road,

Miller Ganj, Ludhiana- 141003.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,


o/o Municipal Corporation, 


Ludhiana.


2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Municipal Corporation, 


Ludhiana.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1751 of 2012    

Order
Present: 
Shri Karandeep Singh, appellant, in person.

Shri Tejinder Pal Singh, Superintendent, Property Tax, Zone-D,  and Shri Ravinder  Kumar,  XEN-cum-PIO, O&M Cell,  Zone-D,  on behalf of the respondents. 


The case was last heard on 09.04.2014, when Shri Tejinder  Pal Singh Panchi, Superintendent, handed  over requisite information to the appellant. It was  directed that the appellant would  send his observations, if any, on  the provided information to the PIO within 15 days, under intimation to the Commission.

2.

The appellant submitted  that the information had  been delayed much as he submitted his RTI application to the PIO on 09.08.2012. He requested  that a suitable compensation might  be awarded to him  for the loss and detriment suffered by him. As the  appellant had attended the office of the Commission at Chandigarh during  7 hearings, held in this case so far,  while travelling from Ludhiana, a compensation of Rs. 5000/-(Rupees five thousand ) was  awarded to the appellant to be paid by the 
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Public Authority through a Bank Draft before the next date of hearing, for the  loss and 
detriment suffered by him  in obtaining the information in the instant case. The case was adjourned for today. 
3.

Today, the respondent hands over a Bank Draft of Rs. 5000/-(Rupees five thousand only) as compensation amount  to the appellant  in the court. The appellant states that the information regarding details of notices issued under Sections 137 & 138 is still pending. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant within 15 days. The respondent assures the Commission that the remaining information will be supplied to the appellant within 15 days. 
4.

On the assurance given by the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed. 





 



Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25-06-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon,

7, Indira Market, Gill Road,

Miller Ganj, Ludhiana- 141003.






…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,


o/o Municipal Corporation, 


Ludhiana.


2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Municipal Corporation, 


Ludhiana.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1763 of 2012    

Order
Present: 
Shri Karandeep Singh, appellant, in person.

None for  the respondents. 


In this case  on 12.02.2014, the appellant stated that the complete information had not been supplied to him. He submitted that he had suffered a lot financially and mentally in obtaining the information in the instant case and requested that he might be compensated suitably. Accordingly, a compensation of Rs. 5000/-(Rupees five thousand) was awarded to him in exercise of the powers conferred by Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 to be paid by the Public Authority i.e. Municipal Corporation Ludhiana through a Bank Draft. The case was adjourned to 09.04.2014.
2.

On 09.04.2014,  Shri Rajinder Sharma, ATP, Zone-D, handed  over a Bank Draft No. 000964 for Rs. 5000/-  as compensation amount to the appellant. He also handed  over requisite information to the appellant. It  was  directed that the appellant after studying the provided information, would  send his observations, if any, to the PIO under intimation to the Commission. The respondent also explained  the 
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reasons for the delay in the supply of information. Feeling convinced with the plea put forth by the respondent,  no penalty  was  ordered to be imposed upon the PIO. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the appellant states that he has sent his observations on the provided information to the PIO. None is present on behalf of the respondents. Viewing the absence of the respondent today seriously, Shri Rajinder Sharma, ATP, Zone-D, is directed to supply 
the remaining information in view of the observations submitted by the appellant, within 30 days under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him.
4.

Adjourned to 09.09.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-




 



Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25-06-2014


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Shri Rajinder Sharma, ATP, Zone-D,


REGISTERED



Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017
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…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,


o/o Municipal Corporation, 


Ludhiana.


2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Municipal Corporation, 


Ludhiana.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1767 of 2012    

Order
Present: 
Shri Karandeep Singh, appellant, in person.

None for the  respondents. 


In this case,  on 12.02.2014,  the Appellant stated that the complete information had not been supplied to him as yet. He submitted  that since  he had suffered a lot financially and mentally in obtaining the information in the instant case, he might  be compensated suitably. Accordingly, in view  of the loss and detriment suffered by the appellant in obtaining the information in the instant case, a compensation of Rs. 3000/-(Rupees three thousand only) was  awarded to Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon, Appellant, in exercise of the powers conferred by Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005,  to be paid by the Public Authority i.e. Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, through Bank Draft, within 30 days  and confirmation to this effect would  be furnished to the Commission. Viewing the willful delay caused in the supply of requisite information 
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 to the Appellant by the PIO,  despite the issuance of directions by the Commission,  very seriously, Shri Raj Kumar,  MTP , Municipal Corporation Amritsar, the  then PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, was  issued a Show-Cause Notice under Section 20(1)  of the RTI Act, 2005, to explain in writing through an affidavit ,   on the next date of hearing as to why a penalty at the rate of Rs. 250/- per day subject to  a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon him, failing which the case would  be decided  ex-parte. Besides, the present PIO  was  directed to provide the complete information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 09.04.2014. 
2.

On 09.04.2014,  Shri Rajinder Sharma, ATP, Zone-D,  Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana,  appearing on  behalf of the respondents stated that Shri Raj Kumar, MTP, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar was  unable to be present in person today as he was on election duty. He requested  for adjournment of the case to some other date after the elections.  He further stated that compensation amount has been paid to the appellant and the appellant confirmed  it. 
In those circumstances, Shri Raj Kumar, MTP, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar was directed to be present in person alongwith response to the Show-Cause Notice through an affidavit, on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, none is present for the respondents. Viewing the willful absence of Shri Raj Kumar, MTP,  Municipal Corporation, Amritsar, seriously, one last chance is afforded to Shri Raj Kumar, MTP to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith  his response to the show-cause notice through a duly sworn  affidavit . Besides, the PIO is directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. 
4.

A copy of the order is forwarded to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar to ensure that Shri Raj Kumar, MTP is present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith his response to the show-cause notice  already issued to him. 
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5.

A copy of the order is forwarded to Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to ensure that complete information in the instant case is supplied to the appellant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission.
6.

Adjourned to 09.09.2014 at 2.00 P.M.
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…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,


o/o Municipal Corporation, 
Ludhiana.


2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Municipal Corporation, 
Ludhiana.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1769  of 2012    

Order
Present: 
Shri Karandeep Singh, appellant, in person.

None for  the respondents. 


In this case, on 12.02.2014, the Appellant stated that the RTI application for seeking information was submitted to the PIO on 06.09.2012 but the complete information had not been supplied to him till date. Taking a serious view of the fact that this case had been heard 7 times in the Commission but the information had not been supplied to the appellant till date. It clearly reflected the lackadaisical approach adopted by the PIO. More-over, the PIO and the deemed PIOs were directed to appear in person before the Commission to explain the reasons for delay in the supply of requisite information but no one turned up. In those circumstances, Mrs. Isha Kalia, IAS, Additional Deputy Commissioner(Development) Ludhiana, the then PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana was directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing
 09.04.2014  to explain the reasons for delay in the supply of the requisite information to the appellant, otherwise punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would have to be initiated. The case was adjourned to 09.04.2014. 
2.

On 09.04.2014, Shri Rajinder Sharma, ATP, Zone-D, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana appearing on behalf of the  respondents, made  a written 
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submission from Smt. Isha Kalia IAS, Additional Deputy Commissioner(Development)-cum-Additional Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, which was  taken on record. In the written submission Smt. Isha Kalia has submitted that at the time of submission of RTI application by the appellant, Shri Raj Kumar, Municipal Town Planner was the PIO of Building & Drawing Branch and Shri Ajay Sood, Zonal Commissioner was the PIO of House Tax Branch & Water Rate Branch. She has further submitted that there-after, Shri Ranjiv Kumar, Superintendent was designated as PIO of Zone-D;  Shri Rajinder Sharma, ATP, Zone-D was designated as  PIO of Building & Drawing Branch and Shri Jasdev Singh,  Superintendent was designated as PIO of House Tax Branch & Water Rate Branch.  Shri Rajinder Sharma, ATP, Zone-D, requested  for adjournment of the case to some other date after the elections with the assurance that the requisite information would  be supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing i.e. today.
3.

Today, none is present on behalf of the respondents. Viewing the absence of Shri Rajinder Sharma, ATP, Zone-D,  Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, seriously, he is directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 30 days. He is also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to  explain reasons for his absence today, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him.


4.

Adjourned to 09.09.2014 at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.
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…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,


o/o Municipal Corporation, 
Ludhiana.


2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Municipal Corporation, 
Ludhiana.



…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 1770 of 2012    

Order

Present: 
Shri Karandeep Singh, appellant, in person.

None for  the respondents. 


In this case, on 12.02.2014 the Appellant stated that the complete information had not been supplied to him as yet. He submitted  that since he had suffered a lot financially and mentally in obtaining the information in the instant case, he might  be compensated suitably. In this case the Appellant submitted his RTI application for seeking information to the PIO on 06.09.2012. He had attended 7 hearings in the Commission while travelling from Ludhiana to Chandigarh and back and  the complete information had not been provided to him as yet. In view of the loss and detriment suffered by him in obtaining the information in the instant case, a compensation of Rs. 3000/-(Rupees three thousand only) was  awarded to Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon, Appellant, in exercise of the powers conferred by Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005,  to be paid by the Public Authority i.e. Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, through Bank Draft, within 30 days  and confirmation to this effect would be furnished to the 
Commission.  Viewing the willful delay caused in the supply of requisite information to the Appellant by the PIO,  despite the issuance of directions by the Commission, very seriously,  Shri Raj Kumar,  MTP , Municipal Corporation Amritsar, the  then PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, was  issued a Show-Cause Notice under Section 20(1)  of the RTI Act, 2005, to explain in writing through an affidavit ,   on the next date of hearing as to why a penalty at the 
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rate of Rs. 250/- per day subject to  a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon him, failing which the case would  be decided  ex-parte. Besides, the present PIO  was directed to provide the complete information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 09.04.2014.
2.

On 09.04.2014, the appellant stated that the compensation, awarded to him, on the last date of hearing, had not been paid to him so far. Shri Rajinder Sharma, ATP, Zone-D, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, appearing  on behalf of the respondents stated that Shri Raj Kumar, MTP, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar  was unable to be present in person as he had been deputed  on election duty. Shri Rajinder Sharma requested  for adjournment of the case to some other date after the elections with the assurance that the requisite information would  be supplied and the compensation amount would be paid to the appellant before the next date of hearing i.e. today. In those circumstances, Shri Raj Kumar, MTP, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar  was directed to be present in person alongwith reply  to the Show-Cause Notice through an affidavit, on the next date of hearing i.e. today.
3.

Today, none is present for the respondents nor Shri Raj Kumar MTP, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar is present alongwith his response to show-cause notice issued to him. Viewing their absence seriously, they are directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing,  failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act,2005 will be taken ex-parte.
4.

Adjourned to 09.09.2014 at 2.00 P.M.
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