                                    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

             SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Arun Garg, s/o Shri Sham Lal,

H.No. 40, Central Town, Village Daad,

O.O. Lalton, distt. Ludhiana-142022.                                                   Appellant

Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana-141001.                                                                                                   

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana-141001                                                                                Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.  126 of 2014

Present:

Shri Arun Garg, appellant in person.



Shri Gopal Krishan, Inspector of Police, Shri Karamjit Singh, ASI,




Police Station Div. no. 5, Ludhiana, for the respondents.
ORDER:



Shri Arun Garg,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 27.9.2014, addressed to PIO , O/O Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana, sought certain information on calls made to PCR/Ludhiana at number 100 during the period from 25.9.2012 to 27.9.2012. 



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 letter dated 19.11.2012 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 30.12.2013, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case today, Inspector Gopal Krishan, pointed out that this case has already been disposed by Ld. CIC in complaint case no. 3725 of 2013 on 10.4.2013.


He also handed over   a letter No. 21 dated 29.1.2014 under the signatures of PIO cum Deputy Commissioner of Police Ludhiana wherein same facts have been mentioned that exactly same RTI application have been disposed by Ld. CIC in CC no. 3725 of 2013 decided on 10.4.2013. 


However, Shri Arun Garg, moved  an application, today in the Commission for the transfer of Appeal Case No. 126 of 2014 and  Appeal Case No. 130 of 2014 to some other bench. The case files of these two cases are therefore being  sent to the  Deputy Registrar for placing them  before the Ld. CIC, for the  transfer to some other Bench.
Chandigarh.






(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.1.2014



State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:


The Deputy Registrar,


Punjab State Information Commission; alongwith  two case files. 
                      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

      SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Pankaj Chhabra, Advocate,
                                                                                         

s/o Shri Harish Chander,

Chamber No. 130, Ist Floor,

Lawyers Chamber Complex, 

Part-1, New Distt. Courts,

Ludhiana.                                                                                                Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana-141001

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o The  Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana-141001                                                                              Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 128   of 2014

         Present: 
None for the appellant.


Shri Gopal Krishan, Inspector of Police, o/o DCP, Ludhiana, for the   respondents.
ORDER:



Ms. Pankaj Chhabra, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 19.10.2013 addressed to PIO, O/O Police Commissioner, Ludhiana, sought certified photocopy of application bearing UID No. 295730, dated 25.3.2013 ADCP-3 moved by the appellant in case/FIR No. 14 dated 11.3.2013, u/s 323/324/341/427/506/148/149 IPC, registered at PS, PAU, Ludhiana and final order on the basis of said application. 


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 letter dated 19.11.2013, under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 30.12.2013, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the Act ibid and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case, Shri Gopal Krishan, Inspector of Police, I/c RTI o/o Deputy Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana , states that the requisite information have already been given to the appellant  by hand, vide letter No. 3329 dated 18.1.2014.


The perusal of the case file also revealed that a communication vide letter no. 17 dated 18.1.2014, and letter No. 3329 dated 18.1.2014, have been received in the Commission, on which Shri Pankaj Chhabra, have written himself by affixing the signatures dated 18.1.2014 that he has received the photocopies of his RTI from above said authority on 18.1.2014. 

Since the complete information stands supplied to the satisfaction of the appellant no further cause of action is left tobe taken. Accordingly, the case is disposed of. 

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

 Dated: 30.1.14




     State Information Commissioner 

                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

      SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Shimla Garg w/o Shri Sham Lal,

H.No. 40, Central Town,

Village Daad, P.O. Lalton,

Distt. Ludhiana-142022
                                                                              Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Station Head Officer, (S.H.O.),

Police Station Division No. 5,

Ludhiana-141001

First Appellate Authority, 

Station Head Officer, (S.H.O.),

Police Station Division No. 5,

Ludhiana-141001

                                                                                                           Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.  130  of 2014

Present:

Shri Arun Garg, appellant in person.



Shri Gopal Krishan, Inspector of Police,  Shri Karamjit Singh, ASI,




Police Station Div. no. 5, Ludhiana, for the respondents.
ORDER:



Ms. Shimla Garg, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 7.1.2013, addressed to PIO, O/O SHO P.S. Div. No. 5, Ludhiana, sought certain information on 11 points relating to  her  three different  complaints in Punjabi, made on 28.7.2012. 


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, she filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated  28.2.2013, under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 30.12.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was  issued to the parties for today.


During hearing, Shri Arun Garg, moved  an application, today in the Commission for the transfer of Appeal Case No. 126 of 2014 and  Appeal Case No. 130 of 2014 to some other bench. The case file  is therefore being  sent to the  Deputy Registrar for placing this case file  before the Ld. CIC for the  transfer of case to some other Bench.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.1.14


         
     State Information Commissioner. 

          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
      SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagmohan Singh Makkar,

# 347/86,Model Colony, 

Saleem Tabri, 

Ludhiana.        
                                                                                         Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate (West),

Ludhiana.
First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.                                                                                                           Respondent  
                                                      AC No. 144   of 2014

 Present:  None for the appellant .

                 Mrs. Savita, Tehsildar,  for the Respondent – PIO.
ORDER:



Shri Jagmohan Singh Makkar, Appellant vide an RTI application dated -29..5.2013, addressed to PIO o/o Sub Divisional Magistrate (West), Ludhiana,  sought certain information on  7 points pertaining to  Mohan Singh, Kanungo.



Failing to get any  response  within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 7.9.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 30.12.13 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During the hearing of this case today, Mrs. Savita, PIO-cum-Tehsildar, Ludhiana (central)  stated before the Commission that the requisite information has been personally received by the appellant vide letter  No. 62, dated 29.1.14.   She also handed over one set of documents to the Commission containing information duly received by the appellant.   Since the requisite information stands supplied to the appellant, no further action is called for on the appeal  of the appellant  filed under RTI Act.    The case is disposed of accordingly.

Chandigarh.





(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.1.14

             State Information Commissioner. 

             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
      SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Deepti Saluja d/o Shri Charanjit Singh

r/o H.No. 6834/3, Satnam Boutique,

Street No. 8, Mohar Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.                                                                                 Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana                                                                                   Respondent   
                                                      AC No. 149   of 2014
Present:   None for the appellant.

                 Shri Gopal Krishan, Inspector RTI o/o Deputy Commissioner,Police Ludhiana.
ORDER:



Ms. Deepti Saluja, Appellant vide an RTI application dated  31.12.13 addressed to PIO, o/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana, sought certain information on 4 points ie information pertaining to the action taken on the application which was sent by her by Speed Post vide Receipt no.203686668, on 11.7.13.



Failing to get  satisfactory response as mandated  under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, she filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated  11.9.13 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 31.12.13 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During the hearing today Shri Gopal  Krishan , Inspector RTI, % Deputy commissioner of Police Ludhiana stated before the Commission that one CR No. 351254,  Zone-III, dated 17.7.13 was received from the appellant which is still under  investigation  with the ADCP/3 and as and when this inquiry is completed, the appellant would  be informed of its outcome.   In term reply has been sent to the appellant vide letter no.113,  dated  10.12.13.   It is further noticed that the RTI  Application dated 11.7.13 was addressed by the appellant to the PIO o/o Deputy Commissioner Ludhiana but no one has put in appearance .  As such the PIO  o/o Deputy Commissioner Ludhiana is impleaded as necessary party and  directed to provide to the appellant  correct, complete and attested information within a  period of  7 days.   He is further directed to be present on the next date of hearing .    

Adjourned to  20.2.2014, at 11.00 A.M..

Chandigarh.


                                             (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.1.14

            State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

Public Information Officer,                  (Regd.)
O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana..

Chandigarh.


                                    (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.1.14

            State Information Commissioner
                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

      SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gulshan Kumar,

10904, Basant Road,

Miller Ganj, Industrial Area B,

Ludhiana-141003                                                               Appellant



           
Vs. 

Public Information Officer-cum--
Deputy Controller Finance &Accounts
Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/O The Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana.                                                                       Respondent   
                                                      AC No.150  of 2014

Present:  Appellant in person.

                Shri  Harkamaljit Singh,JE  for the respondent PIO.
ORDER:



Shri Gulshan Kumar, Appellant vide an RTI application dated30.9.2013 , addressed to PIO, O/O The Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, sought certain information on three points pertaining to the loan raised by the MC  against the property during the period  2010 to date.



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 letter dated  5.11.13 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  31.12.13  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the Act ibid  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.  


During the course of hearing  of the case today, Shri Harkamaljit Singh, JE  PWD  (B&R) Branch stated that the information on  Point no. 3  pertains to the B&R  Branch  and shall be provided to the appellant after he inspects the records and identify the information to be taken.    The appellant stated before the Commission that so far as the information pertaining to Point no. 3 is concerned, he will receive this  information of his own. Hence this point may  be  dropped.  


 It is further noticed that the information pertaining to Points no. 1 and 2  is  to be provided by the  Dy. Controller of  Finance & Accounts office of  Commissioner, MC, Ludhiana  and as such the DCFA is impleaded as necessary party.

(i) Shri S,K, Gupta, DCFA, MC,  Ludhiana  is therefore, directed to provide the correct, complete and duly signed information to the appellant  within a period of  7 days free of cost. 

(ii) He is  further directed to be present on the next date of  hearing with one spare set of  provided information.;

(iii)  He is further directed to be present on next date of hearing.  


Adjourned to 20.2.2014 as 11:00 am for further Hearing.

Chandigarh.


                                        (B.C.  Thakur)
Dated: 30.1.14


State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:


Public Information Officer-cum--

Deputy Controller Finance &Accounts

Municipal Corporation,


Ludhiana.
· for necessary compliance.

Chandigarh.


                                        (B.C.  Thakur)
Dated: 30.1.14


State Information Commissioner. 

            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
      SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balbir Aggarwal,

167-B, Industrial Estate,

Miller Ganj, Industrial Area B,

Ludhiana-141003
                                                       Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana-141008.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/O The Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana-141008.                                                                   Respondent    
                                                      AC No.151  of 2014

Present:  Shri Gulshan Kumar, authorized representative.

                Shri  Rajiv Bhardwaj,  Supdt. Teh  Bazari.
ORDER:



Shri Balbir Aggaarwal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated  30.9.13, addressed to PIO, O/O The Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, sought information pertaining to fees charged for releasing the items forfeited. 
                   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 letter dated 5.11.13 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the said  Act and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  31.12.13 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
                    During the hearing of this case today, it is observed that the requisite information  has been supplied  to the appellant vide letter dated  23.10.13.    Shri Gulshan  Kumar  also stated before the Commission that he has received complete information.   Since no cause of action is left. The case is disposed of  accordingly.

Chandigarh.




           (B.C. Thakur)
Dated: 30.1.14

              State Information Commissioner. 

            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

      SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balbir Aggarwal,

167-B, Industrial Estate,

Miller Ganj, Industrial Area B,

Ludhiana-141003
                                                              Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana-141001.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/O The Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana-141001.                                                                        Respondent  
                                                      AC No.152  of 2014

Present:  Shri  Gulshan Kumar, authorized representative..

                Shri  Kuljit Singh,  Area Draftsman.               
ORDER:



Shri Balbir Aggarwal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 3.10.13, addressed to PIO, O/O The Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, sought certain information on  4  points .



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 letter dated 5.11.13 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the said Act and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 31.12.13 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the Act ibid and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case,  Shri Kuljit Singh, Draftsman handed over  letter dated  29.1.14 containing the information to the Commission for  its perusal and record.   Similarly one copy of this letter was also given to Shri Gulshan Kumar, appearing on behalf of the appellant.   Shri Gulshan Kumar further stated that he has not been given opportunity for the inspection of certain records, as per  point no. 2 of his application dated 3.10.13 Sahri Gulshan kumar added that not a single letter have been sent to him for inspection by  Shri  Rajinder Sharma, PIO cum ATP Zone-D, Ludhiana,

                   After hearing both the parties  and perusal of the case, it is observed that information pertaining to RTI  Application dated 3.10.13  filed by the appellant has  been given to  Shri Gulshan  Kumar appearing for appellant today  the 30th January, 2014 in the Commission itself, while RTI application is dated 3.10.2013. It is further  noticed that not even a single letter has been addressed by the respondent PIO to the appellant for the inspection of the records pertaining to point no. 2  of his RTI  Application till date.   Thus, the provided information can be said to be incomplete.   Shri  Gulshan Kumar appearing  for the appellant further stated that information on point no. 4 is irrelevant and incorrect.  


 It is observed that  a careless and negligent approach have been adopted by  PIO cum Assistant Town Planner Zone-D, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana in providing information. This lackadaisical  attitude on the part of  respondent  PIO is obviously against the very spirit of the RTI  Act. 


  As  such a show cause notice is issued to Shri Tejinderpal Singh,  Supdt. Zone-D  and now PIO   Shri Rajinder Sharma, Asstt. Town Planner, M.C.  Ludhiana  under  the provisions of Section 20(1)  of the said Act to explain in writing by filing an affidavit as to why a penalty @  Rs. 250/-  per day be not imposed on him for willful delaying and denying information to appellant without any reasonable cause, subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/-  till the correct and complete information stands provided to the appellant.   It is further made clear that failing to file the written submissions, further the  disciplinary  proceedings under the  provisions of  Section 20 (2) of the RTI Act, 2005  shall  be recommended against him to the competent authority.. 

   Shri  Rajinder Sharma, PIO, MC, Ludhiana  is therefore, directed to get the records inspected to the appellant within a period of  7 days from today  pertaining to para no. 2 of the RTI Application.    He is further directed to provide the correct, complete and duly attested information within a period of next 7 days to the appellant. 


He is also directed to file an affidavit duly attested by Magistrate/  Notary Public certifying therein that complete, correct and duly attested information has been supplied  by him under his signatures to the appellant as per the record and no information has left to be given to the appellant.   

Shri Tejinderpal Singh,  Supdt. Zone-D  and now PIO   Shri Rajinder Sharma, Asstt. Town Planner, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana, are further directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to  20.2.2014. at 11.00 A.M.
Chandigarh.


       
                                (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.1.14

                         State Information Commissioner. 
Copy to:


Shri Rajinder Sharma, PIO cum                     (Registered)

Assistant Town Planner,


Municipal Corporation,Zone-D,


Ludhiana.
           Shri Tejinderpal Singh,                                    (Registered)     

          Supdt. Zone-D, Municipal Corporation,

     Ludhiana.

Chandigarh.


       
                                (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.1.14

                             State Information Commissioner 

                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

      SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Balbir Aggarwal,

167-B, Industrial Estate,

Miller Ganj, Industrial Area B,

Ludhiana-141003
                                                                   Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana-141008.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/O The Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana-141008.                                                                     Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.154  of 2014

Present:
  Shri  Gulshan Kumar, authorized representative of  appellant ;

Shri Rajinder Sharma,PIO cum ATP, and Shri Kuljit Singh draftsman o/o  M.C.Ludhiana for the respondent.


ORDER:



Shri Balbir Aggarwal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 3.10.2013 addressed to PIO,O/O The Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, sought certain information pertaining regularization  of unauthorized construction of  commercial activities and notices admitted  u/s 269,270, list of old challans be provided.



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 letter dated 5.11.2013, under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   on 31.12.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the Act ibid and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case today, Shri Rajinder Sharma, ATP, Ludhiana stated that the requisite information have already been sent to the appellant vide letter No. 2073/DTP/D/RTI-D, dated 12.11.2013, and again this information was sent  on 29.1.2014 through speed post. He also delivered the two pages information to the Commission for its perusal and record.


Since the information in this case stands supplied, no cause of action is left to be taken . The case is disposed of /closed.



Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.1.14


                   State Information Commissioner. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Gulshan Kumar,

10904, Basant Road,

Industrial Area B, Miller Ganj,

Ludhiana-141003







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Commissioner,


Municipal Corporation,


Zone-D, Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Commissioner,


Municipal Corporation,


Zone-D, Ludhiana.






…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2492 of 2013

Present: 
For the appellant: Sh. Gulshan Kumar in person.
For the respondents: Sh. Rajiv Bhardwaj, Supdt.,  Sh. Tajinder Pal Singh, Superintendent-PIO, Zone D, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana; and Sh. Rajinder Sharma, Asstt. Town Planner, Zone-D, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana-Deemed PIO
Order


In the present case, Sh. Gulshan Kumar, vide RTI application dated 12.08.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1, had sought various information, on 12 points, in respect of Zone-D of the Corporation i.e. pertaining to commercial activities going on in the residential areas, in violation of the relevant rules and regulations.


Failing to get any information within prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Gulshan Kumar filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 16.09.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 14.11.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 12.12.2013 when no one had put in appearance on behalf of the respondents nor had any communication been received from them. 


Sh. Gulshan Kumar, the appellant had submitted that no information had been provided to him.


It was observed that the information pertained to the Town Planning segment of the Corporation.    Therefore, Sh. Rajinder Sharma, Asstt. Town Planner, Zone-D, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, who was also responsible for providing the requisite information, was ordered to be treated as ‘Deemed PIO’ in terms of Section 5(4) and Section 5(5) of the RTI Act, 2005.


It was further observed that even after passage of four months from the date of RTI application, no communication had been sent by the respondents to the applicant-appellant.   Looking at the approach of the respondent-PIO, Sh. Tajinder Pal Singh, Superintendent-PIO, Zone D, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana; and Sh. Rajinder Sharma, Asstt. Town Planner, Zone-D, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana-Deemed PIO were issued a show cause notice each, under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.  


Both the above noted officers were also directed to provide the applicant-appellant point-wise complete, specific information, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post, under the cover of a forwarding letter, within a week’s time, under intimation to the Commission.


During hearing on 15.1.2014, Sh. Ravinder Singh Walia, Draughtsman, appearing on behalf of the respondents, had handed over the requisite information to the applicant-appellant under the cover of letter no. 1955-ATPD/RTI dated 04.09.2013, stated to be running into 135-140 pages.    He further stated that this information had already been mailed to the applicant-appellant.    However, he was not able to place on record any document to indicate if this information was in fact sent to him earlier.  It appears the forwarding letter covering the information provided that day has been antedated to plead the information had been provided earlier as well.  


For information on point no. 7, respondent had called upon the applicant-appellant to inspect the relevant records by visiting the office (Drawing Branch of Zone-D in room no. 25), on any working day, during office hours.   As such, the appellant was advised to carry out the necessary inspection within a period of 10 days and identify and communicate to the respondent the documents copies whereof were required by him.


Written submissions in response to the show cause notice had been made by Sh. Rajinder Sharma, ATP-‘Deemed PIO’ while no response to the show cause notice had been received from Sh. Tajinder Pal Singh, Supdt.-PIO who was afforded last opportunity to do so now. 


Both the above noted officers were directed to provide the applicant-appellant complete, specific information on point no. 7 as identified by him during the inspection, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post, under the cover of a forwarding letter, within a week’s time, under intimation to the Commission.    Respondents shall also present before the Commission the relevant proof evidencing that the information had earlier been forwarded to the applicant-appellant vide letter dated 04.09.2013, as asserted during the hearing.


Both Shri Tajinder Pal Singh, Superintendent-PIO, Zone D, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana; and Sh. Rajinder Sharma, Asstt. Town Planner, Zone-D, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana-Deemed PIO,   were also afforded last opportunity of being heard on next fixed date, in respect of show cause notice issued to them for not providing  information within stipulated period and the case was adjourned to 15.01.2014 for further proceedings.

On the last date of hearing i.e. 15.1.2014,it was also noted that neither PIO cum Supdt. Zone D, Shri Tajinder Pal Singh nor Shri Rajinder Sharma ATP Zone D Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana appeared  for personal hearing, in respect of show cause notices issued to them, final position about remaining information thus could not be ascertained. Last opportunity was given for providing remaining information. The case was adjourned to today, for further hearing.

During the hearing of this case today, Shri Gulshan Kumar appearing on behalf of appellant stated that neither complete and correct information have been provided till date, nor inspection pertaining to Sr. No. 7 of RTI application have been allowed. At this when respondents were asked to show to the Commission, set of provided information for its perusal, he was unable to do so. Similarly he could not show the correspondence made for allowing inspection. It all prove that Respondents are deliberately delaying the providing of complete and correct information without any reasonable grounds. 
Whereas, Sh. Tajinder Pal Singh, Superintendent-PIO, Zone D, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana; and Sh. Rajinder Sharma, Asstt. Town Planner, Zone-D, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana-Deemed PIO,  who were issued show cause notices attended the Commission,  no reasonable justification for not providing information in time have been given. The Commission does not agree with the explanation given by them.  

As such, Commission imposes penalty of Rs.5000/- each (Rupees Five Thousand only) upon the PIOs – Sh. Tajinder Pal Singh, PIO cum Superintendent, Zone-D, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and Shri Rajinder Sharma, Asstt. Town Planner -cum-Deemed PIO, Zone D, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, for causing an inordinate delay without any reasonable cause in providing the information to the appellant.  This amount of Rs.5000/- (Rupees Five Thousand only) each is to be recovered by Shri S.K.Gupta, Deputy Controller of Finance & Accounts, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana, from the salary of Sh. Tajinder Pal Singh, PIO cum Superintendent, Zone-D, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and Shri Rajinder Sharma, Asstt. Town Planner,-deemed PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and to be deposited in the State Treasury under the relevant head, within 3 weeks time.  Shri S.K. Gupta, Deputy Controller,  Finance & Accounts, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana shall be personally present before the Commission with attested copies of the challan receipts on the next date of hearing. 

He shall also certify that the amount of penalty have been deducted from the salary of Shri Tajinder Pal Singh, Superintendent and Shri Rajinder Sharma, Asstt. Town Planner and have been deposited in the State Treasury in the relevant head. 

Also the respondent-PIO shall ensure that complete correct information  as sought by Shri Gulshan Kumar, Appellant vide his RTI application dated 20.8.2013, is provided to him free of cost within a period of 7 days without any further delay. The present respondent-PIO shall be personally present on the next date of hearing with one spare set of complete provided information, failing to do so provisions of section 29(2) of act could be invoked against him. 


     Adjourned to 25 .2.2014 at 11.00 AM for compliance and further hearing.


Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.1.2014


             
 State Information Commissioner








Contd….
Copy to:

Shri S.K. Gupta, Deputy Controller,              (Registered)
Finance & Accounts, 

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

Shri Rajinder Sharma, PIO cum                     (Registered)

Assistant Town Planner,


Municipal Corporation,Zone-D,


Ludhiana.
           Shri Tejinderpal Singh,                                  (Registered)     

          Supdt. Zone-D, Municipal Corporation,

     Ludhiana.

Chandigarh.


       
                                (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.1.14

                             State Information Commissioner 

                              STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,

10904, Basant Road,

Industrial Area B, Miller Ganj,

Ludhiana-141003







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Commissioner,


Municipal Corporation,


(House Tax) 


Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Commissioner,


Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.



                                     …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2494 of 2013

Present: 
Shri Gulshan Kumar Appellant in person;
For the respondents: Sh. Jasdev Singh, Supdt.;Shri Rajiv Bhardwaj, Supdt., House Tax Zone-D for respondent PIO. 
Order

In this case, Sh. Balbir Aggarwal, vide RTI application dated 12.08.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1, had sought various information, on 9 points. 


Failing to get any information within prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Aggarwal filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 16.09.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 14.11.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 12.12.2013 when it was observed that even after passage of four months from the date of RTI application, no communication had been sent by the respondents to the applicant-appellant.   As such, Sh. K.P. Singh, Superintendent-PIO, Zone A, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana was issued a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.   He was also directed to provide the applicant-appellant point-wise complete, specific information, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post, under the cover of a forwarding letter, within a week’s time, under intimation to the Commission.


On 31.12.2013, Sh. K.P. Singh, in compliance with the directions of the Commission, had put in appearance.   He handed over copy of a letter addressed to Sh. Aggarwal by the PIO (House Tax), Zone-A of the Corporation, stated to be containing the point-wise information in response to his RTI application dated 12.08.2013. 


Sh. K.P. Singh, during the course of hearing, submitted that he had been assigned the duties of forwarding the RTI applications received in the office to the respective branches / PIOs for doing the needful, as the Corporation had designated independent PIOs in all its branches for providing the information to the applicants.  He added that he was not custodian of any records and as such,was not entrusted with the job of providing the information to such applicants.   He further tendered written submissions in response to the show cause notice issued to him, which were taken on record.   In view of the revelations made by Sh. K.P. Singh, the show cause notice issued to him was dropped and he was exempted from further appearance in this case. 


Perusal of the provided information reveals that there was no application of mind e.g. on point no. 2, appellant had simply asked the figures of the House tax cases decided by the Committee, during the period 1996 to 2006 including names of the members of the Committee, whereas the respondent-PIO had called upon the applicant to visit the office for inspection of the relevant records.    Similarly, information on other points was also not up to the mark. 


It had further been brought to the notice of the Commission that Sh. Rajeev Bhardwaj, Superintendent (House Tax), Zone-A of the Corporation was the designated PIO in this case and at the time of RTI application, it was Sh. Jasdev Singh Sekhon, Superintendent who was currently posted as Superintendent, Zone-D of the Corporation.   Since it was almost five months when the application for information was submitted and the complete relevant information was far from provided, both the above named Officers / PIOs namely S/Sh. Rajeev Bhardwaj, Superintendent (House Tax), Zone-A; and Jasdev Singh Sekhon, Superintendent, Zone-D of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana each was hereby issued a show cause notice to explain in writing by furnishing a duly sworn affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed on him till the information was furnished.  


In addition to the written reply, the PIO was also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He might take note that in case he did not file his written reply and did not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it would be presumed that he had nothing to say and the Commission would proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 


PIO was further directed to make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, in the shape of a duly sworn affidavit, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings would be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.  


The above said officers were further directed to provide the applicant-appellant point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, per registered post, under the cover of a forwarding letter and present before the Commission a copy of the relevant postal receipt along with a copy of the information so provided, for its perusal and records. The case was adjourned to 15.01.2014 for further proceedings.


On the last date of hearing, Shri  Jasdev Singh stated that he had brought information to be given to the appellant. He had been directed to send it to him under Registered cover as appellant was not present that day. He further stated that appellant had to inspect record and identify some information to be given to him, same be done both by PIO and Respondent  Supdt., House Tax within 15 days. No further opportunity would  be given. 

 
A communication dated 14.1.2014 had been received in the Commission from Shri Gulshan Kumar, applicant-appellant   seeking adjournment. Acceding to his request the case was accordingly   adjourned to  30.1.2014 for further proceedings in the case.


During hearing of this case today Shri Jasdev Singh, PIO cum Supdt.Zone –D, stated before the Commission that the requisite information have now been supplied to the appellant to his satisfaction.


However, it is noted that though an RTI application was filed by the appellant on 12.8.2013, the requisite information have been supplied to him now, after the lapse of almost 5 months. Further during the hearing , the respondent PIO Shri Jasdev Singh Sekhon could not put forth any cogent reasons, as such it can be safety concluded that delay in providing the information have been allowed to occur without any reasonable cause. 
Therefore, the Commission in the exercise of its powers conferred have under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 imposes a penalty of Rs. 5000/- (Rupees five thousand) upon PIO - Shri Jasdev Singh Sekhon, Supdt, House Tax, Zone-
D,  Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, for causing an inordinate delay without any reasonable cause in providing the information to the appellant.  This amount of Rs.5000/- (Rupees Five Thousand only) is to be recovered by Shri S.K.Gupta, Deputy Controller of Finance & Accounts, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana, from the salary of Sh. Jasdev Singh Sekhon, PIO cum Superintendent, Zone-D, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and to be deposited in the State Treasury under the relevant head, within 3 weeks time.  Shri S.K. Gupta, Deputy Controller,Finance & Accounts, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana shall be personally present before the Commission with attested copies of the challan receipts on the next date of hearing. 

He shall also certify that the amount of penalty have been deducted from the salary of Shri Jasdev Singh Sekhon, PIO cum Superintendent House Tax Zone-D, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana have been deposited in the State Treasury in the relevant head.

The case is adjourned to 25.2.14 AT 11.00 A.M.  
.

Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 15.01.2014


             
 State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

Shri S.K. Gupta, Deputy Controller,              (Registered)
Finance & Accounts, 

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

     Shri Jasdev Singh Sekhon, PIO cum              (Registered)        

     Superintendent House Tax Zone-D, 

     Municipal Corporation Ludhiana

Chandigarh.


       
                                (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.1.14

                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,

# 60/35-P/330, 

Street No. 8,

Maha Singh Nagar, 

Daba Lohara Road,

P.O. Dhandari Kalan, 

Ludhiana-141014 .                                                      


…Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Senior Town Planner,

2nd Floor, Mini Secretariat,

Ludhiana. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Senior Town Planner,

2nd Floor, 

Mini Secretariat,

Ludhiana.   

3.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Additional Chief Administrator,

Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority (GLADA),

Ludhiana.                                                                             …Respondents       

Appeal Case No. 2529 of 2013

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



For respondent No. 3: Sh. Jai Pal Gupta, APIO cum Supdt, GLADA.


Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia, vide RTI application dated 24.08.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1, sought certain information on 5 points, relating to the  private colonizers  of Ring road city block A, licence no. 12/2006, dated 20.07.2006; and Ring Road City Block B, Vill. Gill license no. 2/2007 dated 23.10.2007, situated in Ludhiana near Gill railway station.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Dhamotia filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 17.10.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 19.11.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 17.12.2013.


Respondent No. 1, vide letter No. 3114-3115 dated 21.10.2013 advised Sh. Dhamotia that license to the colonies was issued by the Senior Town Planner, Ludhiana.   Hence the information be sought from the said office. 


A communication dated 10.12.2013 under the signatures of Senior Town Planner, Ludhiana had been received in the Commission wherein he had stated that the requisite information regarding the transfer of the RTI application under the provisions of section (6) (3) of the RTI Act, 2005, to the Additional Chief Administrator, GLADA Ludhiana had already been sent to the appellant vide letter no. 3349, dated 28.10.2013.   He had further mentioned in the said communication that it had also been intimated to the appellant that this information was to be provided to him by the GLADA Ludhiana only and the First Appellate Authority, in this case was the Chief Town Planner, Punjab PUDA Bhawan, Mohali.


Another communication dated 17.12.2013 had been received in the Commission wherein appellant had requested for the adjournment to some other date as he was unable to attend the Commission because of his ill health. He had categorically mentioned that he had not received any information from any quarter. PIO o/o Additional Chief Administrator, GLADA, Ludhiana was, therefore impleaded a necessary party, who was directed to provide the complete correct and duly authenticated information to the appellant within a period of 7 days.

It is further noted that though the application for information was submitted on 24.08.2013, no information had been provided to the applicant-appellant despite lapse of over three months.   

 As such, PIO o/o Additional Chief Administrator, GLADA, Ludhiana was issued a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.  He was directed to ensure his personal presence today.    He was further called upon to show cause as to why the applicant-appellant be not suitably compensated, as envisaged under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 for the loss and other detriments suffered by him in seeking the information. 


In the meantime, respondent PIO was directed to provide the applicant point-wise specific information, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post, in accordance with his RTI application dated 24.08.2013 and to present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission today, along with a copy of the information so provided.
       



An email had been received from the appellant regretting his inability to attend the hearing on 31.12.2013, on account of ill-health.    He had, however, stated that incomplete information had been provided by the respondents.


As already recorded, the information in this case pertained to the Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority (GLADA) and as such, PIO, office of the Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority (GLADA) was impleaded as a respondent.


Ms. Jaswinder Nafra stated that complete information as available on office records, on all the four points, running into 99 pages, had been brought to the Commission, for onward transmission to the appellant, under the cover of their letter no. 15133-34 dated 14.11.2013.    Since the appellant was not present on the date fixed, she was directed to mail this information to the appellant by registered post.   Ms. Nafra further submitted that there was no other information available in the office records which could be provided to Sh. Dhamotia in response to his RTI application dated 24.08.2013 and it was wrong on his part to assert that incomplete information had been provided.   She further placed on record a copy of order no. 17251-52 dated 19.12.2013 passed by Sh. Supreet Singh Gulati, IAS, Additional Chief Administrator-cum-First Appellate Authority recording that complete information as per office records already stood provided to the appellant and that the appellant was at liberty to inspect the relevant records by visiting the office on any working day, during office hours and identify the documents copies whereof are needed by him, which would be provided to him according to the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.   Ms. Nafra has also placed on record a duly sworn affidavit in this regard.


On the last date of hearing Appellant was  advised to act in accordance with the order passed by the First Appellate Authority, and inspect the relevant records within a period of 10 days.    He was further advised to be present on the next date fixed, either in person or through a duly authorised representative and state his case, failing which it would be presumed that he was satisfied with the response received and further order in the case would be passed accordingly. The case was 
adjourned to 15.1.2014  for further proceedings. 


On the last date of  hearing i.e.  15.1.2014,  Shri Jaipal Gupta delivers a letter dated 13.1.2013 under the signature of Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia appellant wherein it had been mentioned that he had inspected the record on 13.1.22013 and had identified certain record for seeking information.  He had further stated that certain time had to be taken by the respondent authority for providing information, for which appellant  have agreed accordingly the case was adjourned to 30.1.2014 for further hearing.

Today, during  hearing, Shri Jai Pal Gupta, APIO cum Supdt. o/o GLADA, Ludhiana stated that the information so identified by the appellant after inspection of record  have been sent to the appellant vide letter No.1024, dated 29.1.2014 by registered post today.

He also provided one set of provided information to the Commission for its perusal and record. A copy of the registered postal receipt has also been given to the Commission  as a proof of having sent the information to the appellant.

It is further noted that despite affording numerous opportunities to the appellant to pursue his case neither he himself attended the Commission nor through his representative. 

More over since the complete information stands supplied and opportunity of inspection of record have also been accorded to appellant. No cause of action is left and case is disposed of.

Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.01.2014


             
 State Information Commissioner 
