STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, 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.

Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP; Shri Om Parkash, Establishment Clerk,  M.C. Ludhiana  and  Shri Harpreet Singh Ghai, ATP, M.C. Moga 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, 

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  
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-2-  
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 to 25.06.2014.

5.

On 25.06.2014,   as per the directions of the Commission given on the last date of hearing, the respondent handed  over a Bank Draft for Rs. 3500/-
(Rupees three thousand five hundred only) as compensation amount to the 
appellant. He also 

made  a written submission in response to the show-cause  notice issued to him, which was  taken on record.  The appellant stated that the information on Points No. 2, 3, 9, 10, 11, 13, 15, 16, 25, 27 was  still pending. The respondent stated  that the information 
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available in their office had been supplied to the appellant and the information on some points was  available in  the offices of DLG and PSLG.  Accordingly, Shri Harpreet Singh Ghai, PIO, was  directed to supply the remaining complete  information to the appellant within 30 days after collecting the same from the concerned offices. The case was adjourned to 09.09.2014  for confirmation of compliance of orders.

6.

In this case, RTI application for seeking information on 28 points was filed by the appellant on 13.02.2013. On 12.02.2014 Shri Harpreet Singh Ghai, PIO brought to the notice of Commission that  information had been supplied  to the appellant except Point No. 1. For not supplying complete information to the appellant, Shri Harpreet Singh Ghai, PIO, was issued a show-cause notice on 09.04.20114  for imposing penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 and a compensation of Rs. 3500/- was awarded to the appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him. On 25.06.2014, the appellant informed the Commission that the information on Points No. 2, 3, 9, 10, 11, 13, 15, 16, 25, 27 was  still pending. The PIO submitted reply to the Show-Cause Notice stating that the remaining information was available with the offices of DLG and PSLG. The PIO was directed to supply the information after collecting the same   from concerned offices. 

7.

On 09.09.2014,  the PIO was  not present nor any intimation had been received from him. Viewing his absence and  lackadaisical approach  adopted by him   throughout this long period of about 19 months seriously and in view of the fact that no sincere efforts had  been made by the PIO to supply complete information to the appellant since 13.02.2013, a penalty of Rs. 20,000/-(Rupees Twenty Thousand Only) was  imposed upon Shri Harpreet Singh Ghai, ATP-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana(Now Moga) for an inordinate delay in the supply of information without any reasonable cause. Amount of penalty of Rs. 20,000/- would  be deducted from the 

salary of Shri Harpreet Singh Ghai, ATP  by the Public Authority and would  be deposited   in the District Treasury under the relevant head and a confirmation to this effect would  be furnished to the Commission before the next date of hearing.  
A  
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copy of the order  was  forwarded to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Moga to ensure the compliance of the order. The case was adjourned to 20.11.2014 for confirmation of compliance of orders.

8.

A representation dated 14.10.2014 was  received from Shri Harpreet Singh Ghai, ATP, Moga requesting for review of the orders of the Commission dated 09.09.2014 vide which a penalty of Rs. 20,000/- has been imposed upon him for the delay in  the supply of information. 

9.

A letter dated 18.10.2014 was  received in the Commission from the appellant requesting to adjourn the case to some other date as he had to appear  for his Law Examination on 20.11.2014.

10.

A letter dated nil was  received in the Commission on 20.11.2014 from Shri Harpreet Singh Ghai, ATP, Moga, requesting for adjournment of the case to some other date as he has to attend marriage ceremony of his niece on 20.11.2014.

11.

On the request of the appellant as well as Shri Harpreet Singh Ghai, ATP, Moga, the case was adjourned for today to be heard  at 11.00 A.M. in the Committee Room(Zone-D) of  Municipal Corporation , Ludhiana.
12.

In this case a penalty of Rs. 20,000/- was imposed upon Shri Harpreet Singh Ghai, ATP Ludhiana(Now ATP Moga) on 09.09.2014  for the delay in the supply of information to the appellant. Consequently, Shri Ghai submitted a representation dated 14.10.2014 to the Commission to  review the orders of penalty. Today, his representation is discussed in detail  in the presence of both the parties. During discussion it is observed that he tried his level best at personal level to supply the information after procuring the same from the office of Principal Secretary Local Government. Besides, he brought some new facts to the notice of the Commission which were earlier not considered while imposing penalty. After hearing both the parties and discussing the matter at length, I arrive at the conclusion that no malafide is proved  on the part of Shri Harpreet Singh Ghai for the  delay  in the  supply of information to the appellant as the information was to be procured from the office of Principal Secretary 
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Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh and he tried his level best to procure the information at personal level. Therefore, the order of imposing penalty of Rs. 20,000/- upon Shri Harpreet Singh Ghai, is hereby withdrawn. He is however warned to be careful in future in handling RTI cases. 
13. 

Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana, informs the Commission that the  complete  information has been supplied to the appellant from the office of M. C. Ludhiana and from the office of Principal Secretary Local Government. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIOs, with a copy to the Commission. 
14.

Adjourned to 13.05.2015 at 11.00 A.M. in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor)  Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 26-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner

CC:

Commissioner,





REGISTERED



Municipal Corporation, Moga.



Shri Harpreet Singh Ghai, ATP,



REGISTERED



Municipal Corporation, Moga.


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 Bhalinder  Singh, SDO and   Shri Rajesh Singh, Junior Assistant, M.C.Amritsar, on behalf of the respondents.


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

provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 25.06.2014.

2.

On 25.06.2014, the appellant stated that he had sent his 
observations/deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO but the respondent 
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stated that they had 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 had been received in the Commission informing that he had not 

received any observations from the appellant regarding information handed over to him on the last date of hearing. He had requested that the instant case might  be closed. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to supply a copy of his observations on the provided information to the PIO and the PIO was directed to supply complete information  to the  appellant after removing the deficiencies, pointed out by him, within 30 days.  The case was adjourned to 09.09.2014.

3.

On 09.09.2014, Shri Navjot Singh, XEN-cum-PIO informed  the Commission that  the deficiencies  in the provided information, pointed out by the appellant, had  been  received by them. Shri Karandeep Singh, appellant,  stated  that his file had been misplaced. Accordingly, the respondent handed  over a copy of provided information to the appellant. Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Counsel for  Shri Hemant Batra stated  that the ACRs of Shri Batra cannot  be supplied to the appellant as per  Supreme Court judgement of 2013. He submitted   a copy of the said  judgement, which was  taken on record.

4.

 Shri Karandeep Singh, appellant,  informed the Commission that as per  the latest judgement of Supreme Court of 2014, the ACRs are also covered under the RTI Act and can  be supplied. He assured  that he would  submit a copy of this judgement on the next date of hearing. 
For further discussion in view of the above said judgements of Hon’ble Supreme Court of India, the case was  adjourned for 20.11.2014. 
5.

On 20.11.2014,  Ld. Counsel for the respondents informed the Commission that requisite information had  been supplied to the appellant. He further informed  that observations had been received from the appellant and a reply had been sent to him. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to submit an affidavit, on the next date of hearing, to the effect that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant and 
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no more information relating to instant RTI application is available with them. 
6.

A letter dated 18.10.2014 was received in the Commission from the appellant requesting to adjourn the case to some other date as he had to   appear  for his Law Examination on 20.11.2014. 
On the request of the appellant the case was adjourned for today to be heard  at 11.00 A.M. in the Committee Room(Zone-D) of  Municipal Corporation , Ludhiana.
7.

Today, the appellant informs that requisite information has been supplied to him today to his satisfaction. He requests that the case may be closed. 
8.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 26-02-2015


             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.
 Shri Rajinder Singh, XEN Workshop, M.C. Ludhiana and Shri Naresh Kumar, SDO, M.C. Amritsar,  on behalf of the Respondents.



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 

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. 
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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 

was adjourned to 25.06.2014.

3.

On 25.06.2014, 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 made  a written submission through an 

affidavit dated 24.06.2014, which was  taken on record.  In the affidavit she had 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 
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05.06.2014 to supply information to the applicant  and the XEN Workshop-cum-PIO had 
informed that the information was sent to the appellant on 28.06.2013. She had further stated that the information sought by  Shri Karandeep Singh, appellant, did  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 had prayed that she might  please be exempted from the instant  case. 
Accordingly, while accepting the request of Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur,  Show-Cause Notice issued to her on the last date of hearing  was  withdrawn. 
During discussion, it came  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,  was   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 was  directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to inform the Commission of the status of the case. It was  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. 
A copy each of the order was  forwarded to Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh; Commissioner Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and Commissioner Municipal Corporation, Amritsar  to ensure 

 that the complete information relating to instant RTI application was   supplied to the appellant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission.  The case was adjourned to 09.09.2014 for confirmation of compliance of orders.

4.

On 09.09.2014, as  per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, Shri Neeraj Jain, PIO, Zone-B , Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana  

was present.  He stated  that the information sought in the instant case related  to Shri Rajinder Singh PIO-Workshop, M. C. Ludhiana  and Shri Pardeep Kumar, XEN-cum-Nodal Officer. He requested  that he might  be exempted from appearance in the instant 
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case. The request of Shri Neeraj Jain was  accepted.  A letter from Shri Rajinder Singh, 
XEN-cum-PIO, O&M, Zone-B was  received requesting the Commission to adjourn the case to some other date as he was  not able to attend the hearing  due to visit of Audit Party of Punjab Vidhan Sabha Committee for  inspection of the Municipal Corporations’ development works. Accordingly, Shri Rajinder Singh and Shri Pardeep Kumar were directed to supply requisite 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 apprise the Commission of the facts of the case so that complete information could be provided to the appellant. The case was adjourned to 20.11.2014.
5.

On 20.11.2014,  Ld. Counsel for the respondents informed  the Commission that the information relating to M.C. Amritsar  already stood  provided to the appellant. Shri Rajinder Singh, XEN Workshop, M.C. Ludhina informed  that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant on 07.11.2014. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission.  

6.

A letter dated 18.10.2014 was  received in the Commission from the appellant requesting to adjourn the case to some other date as had to appear  for his Law Examination on 20.11.2014. 
On the request of the appellant the case was  adjourned for today to be heard  at 11.00 A.M. in the Committee Room(Zone-D) of  Municipal Corporation , Ludhiana.

7.

Today, Shri Rajinder Singh, XEN Workshop, M.C. Ludhiana submits an affidavit dated 19.02.2015 to the effect that the complete information,  available with the office, has already been supplied to the appellant and there remains no information with the office relating to instant RTI application, which could now be supplied to him. The affidavit in original is handed over to the appellant and a copy is retained in the 
Commission file. Accordingly, Shri Rajinder Singh, XEN is exempted from personal appearance during further hearings of the case.
8.

Shri Naresh Kumar, SDO, M.C., Amritsar hands over information to the 
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appellant regarding Point No.9. The appellant informs that the information regarding Points No. 3, 11, 12 and 13 is still pending. He elaborates that copy   of the order of attachment of official Ambassador Car No. CH-01-G1-0870 to Shri Hemant Batra, the then STP Ludhiana, name of driver who drove this car to Amritsar from Ludhiana when Shri Hemnat Batra was transferred from Ludhiana to Amritsar   and copy of station  leave granted to the driver for moving from Ludhiana to Amritsar, have not been supplied to him so far. 
9.

Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply  the information regarding remaining  Points No. 3, 11,  12 and 13  to the appellant, before the next date of hearing, failing  which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him.
10.

A copy of the order is forwarded to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to ensure the compliance of the orders.

11.

A copy of the order is forwarded to Shri M. S. Aujla, Director Town Planning,  Local Government Department, office of Punjab Water Supply Sewerage Board, Sector: 27, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh to ensure that remaining information regarding official car allotted to STP Ludhiana is supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing. 
12.

Adjourned to 13.05.2015 at 2.00 P.M. to be heard in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh for confirmation of compliance of orders.









Sd/-     
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 26-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Commissioner,





REGISTERED


Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.



Shri M. S. Aujla, Director Town Planning, 

REGISTERED
 Local Government Department,
 office of Punjab Water Supply Sewerage Board,
 Sector: 27, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh

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, on behalf of   the Respondent.



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 

subsequent absence of the PIO, he was directed to be present in person on 12.02.2014 
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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 to 25.06.2014.

3.

On 25.06.2014,  Smt.  Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP(HQ), Zone-A, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana made a written submission through an affidavit dated 24.06.2014, which was  taken on record. In the affidavit she had 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 had 

further stated that the matter had come to her notice only  from the orders of the Commission dated 09.04.2014. She sought some more time to supply the requisite 
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information to the appellant. Accordingly, Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 09.09.2014  for confirmation of compliance of 

orders.

4.

On 09.09.2014, Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP-cum-PIO, was  not present  nor any intimation was  received from her. The appellant informed that  the information had not been  supplied to him. Viewing the absence of the PIO seriously, one last  opportunity was provided to her to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which action under the provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against her. The case was adjourned for 20.11.2014.
5.

On 20.11.2014,  Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP made  a written submission dated 20.11.2014, which was  taken on record. In the written submission, she has, interalia, stated that the instant case was transferred to Municipal Corporation Ludhiana by the Government but RTI application of the appellant was not sent. Therefore, Superintendent, Local Government Department was requested to send  RTI application of the appellant so that information could be supplied to the appellant but no reply has been received from them. She has further stated  that she has been transferred to Municipal Corporation Jalandhar. 

6.

 A copy of the RTI application was  handed over to her and she was  directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. She informed  that since she had been transferred to Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar, this case would  now be dealt with by Shri M.P.S. Kalra, XEN-cum-MTP, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. She requested  that she might  be exempted from appearance in the instant case.  Accordingly, Shri M.P.S. Kalra, was  directed to supply requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing and Smt. Kamaljit Kaur was  exempted from appearance in the instant case. 

7. 

A letter dated 18.10.2014 was  received in the Commission from the 
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appellant requesting to adjourn the case to some other date as he had to appear for  his Law Examination on 20.11.2014.  On the request of the appellant the case was adjourned for today to be heard  at 11.00 A.M. in the Committee Room(Zone-D) of  Municipal Corporation , Ludhiana.
8.

Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP, appearing on behalf of the respondents informs that requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant. She  further informs  that deficiencies in the provided information were received from the appellant and after removing the same, complete information was supplied to the appellant. The appellant expresses satisfaction over the provided information and requests that the case may be closed. 

9.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 











Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 26-02-2015


             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.
Shri  K. P. Singh, Superintendent, Zone-A,  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 

appellant before the next date of hearing under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 25.06.2014.
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3.

On 25.06.2014,  Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur, ATP(HQ)-cum-PIO, made  a written submission through an affidavit dated 24.06.2014, which was  taken on record. In the affidavit, she 
 had  submitted that the information sought by the appellant did  not relate to her and the information sought by the applicant was  regarding number of RTI applications received/disposed of etc. and hence related  to PIO(HQ)-cum-Nodal Officer, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. She had further stated that the PIO(HQ)-cum-Nodal Officer, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana  was  trying his level best to get the required information from all zones and the same would be supplied to the appellant by him. In view of these facts, Smt. Kamaljeet Kaur had prayed that she might please be exempted from this case and her request was  accepted.  Accordingly, Shri Surinder Pal, Superintendent-cum-PIO (HQ) was directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. He was  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 would  be initiated against him.  
A copy of the order was  forwarded to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to ensure that the complete information relating to the instant RTI application was  supplied to the appellant without any further delay. The case was adjourned to 09.09.2014.

4.

On 09.09.2014, Shri Karandeep Singh, appellant,  informed  that the requisite information had not been supplied to him till date. Shri Surinder Pal, Superintendent-cum-PIO (HQ), appearing on behalf of the respondents, informed  that the requisite information relates to Shri H.C.Salaria, Nodal Officer-cum-PIO Headquarters, B&R;  Shri Pardeep Kumar, Nodal Officer-cum-PIO Headquarers O&M Cell and  Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, Nodal Officer- cum- PIO Headquarters Building Branch. Accordingly, Shri H.C.Salaria, Nodal Officer-cum-PIO Headquarters,B&R;  Shri Pardeep Kumar, Nodal Officer-cum-PIO Headquarters(O&M Cell) and Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, 

 Nodal Officer- cum- PIO Headquarters Building Branch, were  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. They were also 
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directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to apprise the Commission 
of the facts of the case so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant. The case was adjourned for 20.11.2014.
5.

On 20.11.2014, Shri K.P.Singh, Superintendent made  a written submission  stating that the information pertaining to PIO Headquarter (Non-Technical) and (O&M) Cell had  already been supplied. He submitted  information pertaining to PIO Headquarter(B&R Branch). Accordingly he was directed to send this information to the appellant by post.

6.

Shri Pardeep Kumar, XEN(O&M) informed  that the requisite information had been sent to the appellant by registered post. Shri H.C.Salaria, XEN(B&R) informed that the information was sent to the appellant but had  been received back. Smt. Kamaljit Kaur made  a written submission stating that requisite information pertaining to Building Branch had  already been sent to the appellant. She  further submitted that she might  be exempted from appearance in the instant case as she had  been transferred to M.C., Jalandhar. 

7.

The appellant was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the information provided, to the  concerned PIOs with a copy to the Commission. 

8.

A letter dated 18.10.2014 was  received in the Commission from the appellant requesting to adjourn the case to some other date as he had to appear  for his Law Examination on 20.11.2014. 
On the request of the appellant the case was adjourned for today to be held  at 11.00 A.M. in the Committee Room(Zone-D) of  Municipal Corporation , Ludhiana.

9.

The respondent hands over duly attested remaining information to the appellant in the court today. The appellant express his satisfaction and requests that the case may be closed. 
10.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 






 



Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 26-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, 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.
Shri Jasbir Singh, Head Draftsman,  on behalf of 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 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 to 25.06.2014.
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3.

On 25.06.2014,  the appellant stated  that he had sent his observations on 
the provided information to the PIO. None was  present on behalf of the respondents. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, Shri Rajinder Sharma, ATP, Zone-D, was  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 would  be initiated against him.  The case was adjourned to 09.09.2014. 

4.

On 09.09.2014,  the respondent handed  over the  information to the appellant in the court. The appellant assured  that observation, if any, on the provided information would  be communicated to the PIO before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for 20.11.2014.
5.

On 20.11.2014, Ms. Monica Anand, ATP, M.C. Ludhiana, appearing on behalf of the respondents,  submitted  a letter No. 2905/ATP-D, dated 18.11.2014, informing  the Commission that requisite information had  been supplied to the appellant. She requested  that case might  be closed as no observations, on the provided information, had been received from the appellant.  

6.

A letter dated 18.10.2014 was  received in the Commission from the appellant requesting to adjourn the case to some other date as he had to appear  his Law Examination on 20.11.2014. 
On the request of the appellant the case was  adjourned for today to be held  at 11.00 A.M. in the Committee Room(Zone-D) of  Municipal Corporation , Ludhiana.
7.

The appellant informs that he is satisfied with the provided information and requests that the case may be closed. 
8.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 26-02-2015


             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. 1767 of 2012    

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.

Smt. Monica Anand, ATP-cum-PIO, Zone-D, 
Municipal Corporation  Ludhiana, on behalf of 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 to 25.06.2014.

3.

On 25.06.2014,  none was  present for the respondents. Viewing the willful absence of Shri Raj Kumar, MTP,  Municipal Corporation, Amritsar, seriously, one last chance was  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 was  directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. A copy of the order was forwarded to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar to ensure that Shri Raj Kumar, MTP was  present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith his response to the show-cause notice  already issued to him. A copy of the order was also  forwarded to Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to ensure that complete 
information in the instant case was  supplied to the appellant within 30 days, under 
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intimation to the Commission.  The case was adjourned  to 09.09.2014.

4.

On 09.09.2014, Shri Karandeep Singh Appellant informed  that no further 

Information had  been supplied  to him.  As per the directions of the Commission on the last date of hearing, Shri  Raj Kumar, MTP-cum-PIO, Ludhiana(now Bathinda) was  present.  He informed  the Commission that he was  admitted in the PGI due to some serious illness. He further informed  that he has been transferred to Bathinda. He stated  that due to illness he had not brought reply to the show-cause notice. However, he explained  in detail the reasons for delay in the supply of information. He informed  that  previously the record of the Building Branch was not being  maintained due to which information could not be supplied to the appellant. He further stated  that now Smt. Monica Anand is ATP of Zone-D-cum-PIO(Building Branch)  and Shri Vijay Kumar, Acting ATP is custodian of record alongwith Shri  Shingara Singh, Head Draftsman and the record can be obtained from them.  The plea of Shri Raj Kumar, MTP was  accepted and he was  exempted from appearance in the instant case. Accordingly, Smt. Monica Anand, ATP-cum-PIO, Shri Vijay Kumar, Acting ATP  and Shri Shingara Singh, Head Draftsman were  directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant within 30  days and to be present in person on the next date of hearing to apprise the Commission of the status of the supplied information. The case was adjourned to 20.11.2014. 
5.

On 20.11.2014, Smt. Monica Anand, ATP-cum-PIO, Zone-D, Municipal Corporation  Ludhiana, appearing on behalf of the respondents, submitted  a letter No. 2904/ATP-D, dated 18.11.2014  in  which position regarding Points No. 1,2 and 3 has been narrated. She  informed  the Commission that requisite information had already been supplied to the appellant by the then PIO. She asserted  that no more information,  except the one which has already been supplied, was  available with them. Accordingly, she was  directed to submit an affidavit on the next date of hearing to the effect that the information,  available on record,  has  been supplied to the appellant and no more information relating to instant RTI application is available with them. 
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6.

A letter dated 18.10.2014 was received in the Commission from the appellant requesting to adjourn the case to some other date as he had to appear for  his Law Examination on 20.11.2014. 
On the request of the appellant the case was  adjourned for today to be heard  at 11.00 A.M. in the Committee Room(Zone-D) of  Municipal Corporation , Ludhiana.

7.

A perusal of case file reveals that on the last date of  hearing Smt. Monica Anand, ATP-cum-PIO, Zone-D, Municipal Corporation  Ludhiana, was directed to submit  an affidavit to the effect that the information,  available on record,  has  been supplied to the appellant and no more information relating to instant RTI application is available with them but the same has not been submitted today as she is not present. The appellant informs the Commission that a compensation of Rs. 3000/- was awarded to him on 12.02.2014 but the same has not been paid to him so far. Accordingly, one last opportunity is afforded to Smt. Monica Anand, ATP-cum-PIO, Zone-D, Municipal Corporation  Ludhiana, to submit the said affidavit and ensure that amount of compensation is paid to Shri Karandeep Singh,  appellant,  through a Bank Draft, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against her.
8.

A copy of the order is forwarded to Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, to ensure the compliance of the orders.
9.

Adjourned to 13.05.2015 at 2.00 P.M. to be heard in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh for confirmation of compliance of orders.












Sd/-


Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 26-02--2015


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Commissioner,





REGISTERED


Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.


Smt. Monica Anand, ATP-cum-PIO,


REGISTERED
 Zone-D, Municipal Corporation,

  Ludhiana,

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, 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. 1769  of 2012    

Order

Present: 
Shri Karandeep Singh,  appellant, in person.
Shri Tejinder Pal Singh, Superintendent, Zone-A and Shri Jasbir Singh, Head Draftsman,  on behalf of 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 
submission from Smt. Isha Kalia,  IAS, Additional Deputy Commissioner(Development)-
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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. 25.06.2014.

3.

On 25.06.2014,  none was  present on behalf of the respondents. Viewing the absence of Shri Rajinder Sharma, ATP, Zone-D,  Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, seriously, he was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 30 days. He was  also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to  explain reasons for his absence on 25.06.2014, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him.
 The case was adjourned to 09.09.2014  for confirmation of compliance of orders.

4.

As  per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, Shri Rajinder Sharma, ATP was present on 09.09.2014. He informed  the Commission that he had been transferred to M.C. Jalandhar and the current charge  of Zone-D of M.C. Ludhiana is with Smt. Monica Anand, ATP. The appellant stated  that a notice for the violation of the above-said building had been sent to the owner of the building by the Building Branch but still no conclusion on  this had been taken. He further stated that as this building  is being used as commercial but the house-tax, sewerage cess and water  bill are being paid as residential for the last many years, 

which is a loss to the government exchequer. Accordingly, Smt. Monica Anand, ATP-
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cum-PIO(Building Branch),   Shri Ravinder Kumar Garg, XEN(O&M Cell)-cum-PIO and 
Shri Tajinder Singh Panchi, Superintendent (House Tax) –cum-PIO were  directed to supply the Conclusion Report  to the appellant within 30  days and to be present in person on the next date of hearing to apprise the Commission of the status of the supplied information.  A copy of the order  was forwarded to Shri P.S.Ghuman, Zonal Commissioner, Zone-D, to ensure the  supply of Conclusion Report to the appellant. The case was adjourned to 20.11.2014.
5.

On 20.11.2014,  Shri Tejinder Pal Singh, Superintendent informed  that at present he was  not the PIO and the information relating to his period regarding house tax and water rate had been supplied. Smt. Monica Anand, ATP and  Shri Ravinder Garg, XEN(O&M) informed  that complete information, available on record,  relating to RTI application  had been supplied to the appellant. They  asserted  that no more information was  available with them. Accordingly, it was  directed that an affidavit be submitted on the next date of hearing to the effect that information, available on record, had  been supplied to the appellant and no more information relating to instant RTI application was  available with them.

6.

A letter dated 18.10.2014 was  received in the Commission  from the appellant requesting to adjourn the case to some other date as he was  appearing for his Law Examination on 20.11.2014. On the request of the appellant the case was  adjourned for  today to be heard  in the Committee Room(Zone-D) of  Municipal Corporation , Ludhiana.

7.

Today, Shri Tejinder Pal Singh, Superintendent, Zone-A appearing   on behalf of the respondents, informs that requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant and  as per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, an affidavit has been sent to the appellant. The appellant expresses satisfaction and requests that the case may be closed.
8.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.

 







Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 26-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, 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. 1770 of 2012    

Order
Present: 
Shri Karandeep Singh,  appellant, in person.
Shri Jasbir Singh, Head Draftsman,  on behalf of 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 
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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, 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. 25.06.2014.

3.

On 25.06.2014, none was  present for the respondents nor Shri Raj Kumar MTP, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar was  present alongwith his response to show-cause notice issued to him. Viewing their absence seriously, they were  directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing,  failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act,2005 would be taken ex-parte.  The case was adjourned to 09.09.2014.

4.

On 09.09.2014, Shri Karandeep Singh Appellant stated that no further information had been supplied  to him.  As per the directions of the Commission on the 
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Last date of hearing, Shri  Raj Kumar, MTP-cum-PIO, Ludhiana(now Bathinda) was  present today. He informed  the Commission that he was  admitted in the PGI due to 

some serious illness. He further informed  that he had  been transferred to Bathinda. He

stated  that due to illness he had  not brought reply to the show-cause notice. However, 
he explained  in detail the reasons for delay in the supply of information. He informed 
that  previously the record of the Building Branch was not being  maintained due to which information could not be supplied to the appellant. He further stated  that now  Smt. Monica Anand is ATP of Zone-D-cum-PIO(Building Branch)  and Shri Vijay Kumar, Acting ATP is custodian of record alongwith Shri  Shingara Singh, Head Draftsman and the record can be obtained from them.  The plea of Shri Raj Kumar, MTP was accepted and he was  exempted from appearance in the instant case. Accordingly, Smt. Monica Anand, ATP-cum-PIO, Shri Vijay Kumar, Acting ATP  and Shri Shingara Singh, Head Draftsman were  directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant within 30  days and to be present in person on the next date of hearing to apprise the Commission of the status of the supplied information. The case was adjourned to 20.11.2014. 
5.

On 20.11.2014,  Smt. Monica Anand, A.T.P., appearing on behalf of the respondents informed the Commission that requisite information had  been supplied to the appellant on 03.06.2013 and no observations had  been received from him. Accordingly, the respondent was  directed to submit an affidavit on the next date of hearing to the effect that the information, available on record, has been supplied to the appellant and no more information, relating to the instant RTI application, is available with them. 

6.

A letter dated 18.10.2014 was  received in the Commission from the appellant requesting to adjourn the case to some other date as he had to appear  for his Law Examination on 20.11.2014.  On the request of the appellant the case was adjourned for today  to be heard  at 11.00 A.M. in the Committee Room(Zone-D) of  Municipal Corporation , Ludhiana.

7.

On the last date of hearing  Smt. Monica Anand, A.T.P was  directed to 
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submit an affidavit to the effect that the information, available on record, has been 
supplied to the appellant and no more information, relating to the instant RTI application, is available with them but she is not present today. Therefore, one last opportunity is afforded to her to supply complete information or  submit the affidavit, in person, on the next date of hearing, failing  which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 205 will be initiated against her.
8.

Adjourned to 13.05.2015 at 2.00 P.M. to be heard in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh for confirmation of compliance of orders.





 



Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 26-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Smt. Monica Anand, A.T.P-cum-PIO,
           
REGISTERED


Zone-D, Municipal Corporation 



LUDHIANA.



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

    SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

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.
Shri Jasbir Singh, Head Draftsman,  on behalf of 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 reasons for absence during  two consecutive hearings  otherwise punitive action will 
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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 21.05.2014.

4.

On 21.05.2014 again none  was present for the respondents. Viewing the continuous absence of the respondent seriously, one last opportunity  was  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. A copy of the order  was  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. The case was adjourned to 05.08.2014.

5.

On 05.08.2014,  again none was  present on behalf of the respondents. Therefore, a copy of the order was  forwarded to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana,  to look into the matter personally and furnish the name and designation of the concerned PIO to the Commission so that action under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 could be initiated against him for deliberately denying the information to the appellant and for not obeying the orders of the Commission. 
A copy of the order was also  forwarded to Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab to ensure the compliance of the order of the Commission. The case was adjourned to 21.10.2014.

6.

On 21.10.2014, a  letter dated 18.10.2014 was received  through FAX from the appellant informing the Commission that he was  not able to attend hearing  as he would  be out of station for next few days. He  requested to adjourn the case. On the  request of the appellant, the case  was adjourned to 20.11.2014. 
7.

On 20.11.2014, Smt. Monica Anand, ATP, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, submitted  an affidavit dated 18.11.2014, which was  taken on record, wherein  she has submitted that correct and duly signed information was sent to the applicant vide letter No. 1646, dated 05.03.2013 and letter No. 1880, dated 12.07.2013. She has prayed that the instant appeal case may be disposed off.  
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8.

A letter dated 18.10.2014 was  received in the Commission from the appellant requesting to adjourn the case to some other date as he  had to   appear for his Law Examination on 20.11.2014. 
On the request of the appellant the case was adjourned for today to be heard  at 11.00 A.M. in the Committee Room(Zone-D) of  Municipal Corporation , Ludhiana.


9.

Today, the appellant submits that the affidavit submitted by Smt. Monica Anand, ATP, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, is false as he has received no information in this case  so far. Accordingly, Smt. Monica Anand, ATP, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, is directed to explain the factual position, in person, on the next date of hearing. She is again directed to supply complete information to the appellant, under,  intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action  under the provisions of RTI Act, 2015 will be initiated against her. 
10.

Adjourned to 13.05.2015 at 11.00 A.M. in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.





 


  Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 26-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Smt. Monica Anand, ATP-cum-PIO,


REGISTERED


Zone-D, Municipal Corporation, 



Ludhiana.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34 SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
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 Rajinder Singh, XEN, Zone-B and Shri G. S. Khosa, XEN, Punjab Water Supply  Sewerage Board, Division No. 1,  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 

submit his observations, if any, on the provided information. The case was adjourned for 
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21.05.2014.
4.

On 21.05.2014,  the appellant stated that the building in question was constructed about 4  years back  and he   had asked for information with regard to sewerage cess, water cess, roads, lights and house tax, which had not been supplied to him so far.  He further stated that he had received  information from the  B&R 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 were  directed to supply the requisite information pertaining to their sections before the next date of hearing under intimation to the Commission. They were   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. The case was adjourned to 05.08.2014.

6.

On 05.08.2014,  the respondent handed  over information to the appellant in the court. The appellant stated that the provided information  was still not complete. Then the status of provided information was  discussed in detail. Since the information relating to B&R Branch   had  been provided and Shri Abdul Sattar, had  been appointed as Deemed PIO(House Tax),  Shri Ranjit Singh, PIO(B&R) and Shri Neeraj Jain, PIO(House Tax) were exempted from appearance during further proceedings in the instant case. A copy of the order was  forwarded to M.D., PSIEC, Sector:17, Chandigarh, to furnish a copy of allotment letter of the above said building alongwith map passed for construction and orders of high court,  if any, in that area and any notice issued during construction.  A copy of the order was  forwarded to Shri Rachhpal Singh, Chief Engineer, Power Corporation Limited,  Ludhiana to intimate the Commission the release date of connection for the said building and release date of connections for street lights alongwith orders from the competent authority.  
A  copy of the order was forwarded to Shri G.S.Khosa, XEN-cum-PIO, Punjab Water Supply & Sewerage Board, Division No.1, Ludhiana to intimate the Commission the date of laying sewerage 

alongwith orders from the competent authority or any request received from the 
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residents. A copy of the order  was  forwarded to Mrs. Monica Anand, ATP-cum-
PIO(Building Branch), Zone-B, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to intimate the Commission if any notice was issued during construction of the building and to produce the proof of ownership of the said building. The case was adjourned to 21.10.2014.

7.

On 21.10.2014, a  letter dated 18.10.2014 was  received through FAX from the appellant informing the Commission that he was  not able to attend hearing  as he would  be out of station for next few days. 
On the request of the appellant, the case was adjourned for 20.11.2014.
8.

On 20.11.2014,  the respondent submitted  a copy of letter No. 4820, dated 16.09.2014 from Shri G.S.Khosa, XEN-cum-PIO containing  information in respect of Point No. 9.  Since the appellant was  not present, Shri G. S. Khosa, XEN, was directed to send this information  to the appellant. 

9.

Shri Pardeep Kumar Jhanji informed  that copy of Sale Deed had  already been supplied to the appellant. Shri Balwinder Singh, XEN(Light Branch) also informed  that requisite information had been supplied to the appellant.  According the respondents were  directed to submit an affidavit on the next date of hearing to the effect that requisite information, available on record has  been supplied to the appellant and no more information, relating to the instant RTI application, is available with them. 
10.

A letter dated 18.10.2014 was  received in the Commission from the appellant requesting to adjourn the case to some other date as he had to appear  for his Law Examination on 20.11.2014. 
On the request of the appellant the case was  adjourned for today to be held  at 11.00 A.M. in the Committee Room(Zone-D) of  Municipal Corporation , Ludhiana.

11.

Today, the respondents inform that complete information has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant confirms that he has received the information. He requests that the case may be closed. 
12.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.  




​




Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 26-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

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 Ravinder Kumar Garg, XEN, Zone-D and Shri Tejinder Pal Singh, Superintendent Zone-A, 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. 21.05.2014.

4.

On 21.05.2014, as per the directions issued on the last date of hearing. Shri Tejinder Pal Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO, submitted  an affidavit, which was  taken on record. Respondent further stated that the information, available on record, had been supplied to the appellant and notice under Section 108 had also been issued in this case. 
The appellant submitted  that copies of sewerage bills, water bills and disposal bills had not been supplied to him as yet.  Accordingly, Shri Ravinder Garg, A.C.T.(O&M)-cum-PIO, Zone-D, was  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 was  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. The case was adjourned to 05.08.2014.

5.

On 05.08.2014,  Shri Ravinder Kumar, XEN, appearing on behalf of the respondents stated that Notice under Section 137 had been issued. He further stated that there is no entry in their record of the said property. Accordingly, Shri Tejinder Pal Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO,  was  directed to apprise the Commission of the status of final conclusion under Section 137 and 138 on the next date of hearing.  A copy of the order was  forwarded to Shri P.S.Ghuman, Zonal Commissioner, Zone-D, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to ensure the compliance of final conclusion under Sections 137 and  108. The case was adjourned to 21.10.2014.
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6.

On 21.10.2014, a  letter dated 18.10.2014 was  received through FAX 

from the appellant informing the Commission that he was  not able to attend hearing as 

he would  be out of station for next few days. He  requested to adjourn the case. 
On the request of the appellant, the case was  adjourned  to 20.11.2014. 
7.

On 20.11.2014,  Shri Tejinder Pal Singh, Superintendent,   made  a written submission, which was  taken on record.  In the written submission it has been stated that the information relating to House Tax has already been supplied to the appellant on 27.05.2013 and an affidavit has also been submitted in respect of House Tax Department. He has further stated that he has been transferred from Zone-D to Zone-A and now he is neither  a custodian of information nor PIO. He has prayed that he may be exempted from appearance in the instant case. 

8.

Shri Ravinder Kumar Garg, XEN, Zone-D informed  that he was  PIO(O&M) and Water Rate Branch was  under Superintendent Water Rate. He further informed  that notice under Section 137 had  been issued .

9.

A letter dated 18.10.2014 was  received in the Commission from the appellant requesting to adjourn the case to some other date as he had to appear  for his Law Examination on 20.11.2014. 
On the request of the appellant the case was  adjourned for today to be heard  at 11.00 A.M. in the Committee Room(Zone-D) of  Municipal Corporation , Ludhiana.

10.

The respondent hands over remaining information to the appellant in the court today.  The appellant expresses his satisfaction over the provided information. He, however, submits that he has suffered a lot financially as well mentally in obtaining requisite information in the instant case since 21.08.2012, the date of submission of RTI application. He requests that suitable compensation may be awarded to him. 
11.

In this case, the appellant  has attended 12(twelve) hearings in the Commission while travelling from Ludhiana to Chandigarh and back.  In view of the loss and detriment suffered by the appellant during this long period of 30  months, I find full justification in awarding him a suitable compensation. Therefore, in exercise of the 
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powers conferred by Section 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005, a compensation of Rs. 5000/-(Rupees five thousand only) is awarded to Shri Karandeep Singh, appellant, to be paid by the Public Authority i.e. Municipal Corporation Ludhiana through a Bank Draft, within 30 days and confirmation to this effect will be furnished to the Commission. 
12.

A copy of the order is forwarded to Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to ensure the compliance of the orders.

13.

Adjourned to 13.05.2015 at 2.00 P.M. to be heard in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh for confirmation of compliance of orders.





 



Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 26-02-2015


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Commissioner,





REGISTERED


Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.


Shri  Ravinder Kumar Garg, XEN, 


REGISTERED

Zone-D, Municipal Corporation, 



Ludhiana.
