STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Haqiqat Singh s/o Sh.Hazara Singh,

H.No.8, Gali No.1, Vill. Mohali,

Tehsil & Distt. SAS Nagar.











Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Mining Officer,

Department of Industries Punjab,

SAS Nagar.











 Respondent

CC 3816 of 2011

Present:
None on behalf of Complainant.

Shri Vishav Bandhu, GM-cum-Mining Officer, Department of Industries, SAS Nagar,on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

On the last date of hearing i.e. on 30.3.2012, during the proceedings, it was agreed between the parties that the Mining Officer, Department of Industries, SAS Nagar shall call the complainant along with other officials/ officers connected with the matter and after looking into the matter in detail, shall apprise the applicant-complainant of the factual position in respect of his RTI application  dated 17.09.2011 to his satisfaction and the case was adjourned to to-day for further hearing.  Shri Vishav Bandhu, Mining Officer states that he has taken over, as such, on 9.4.2012, so till date he could not call the complainant and afford hearing to him for providing the RTI information to him to his satisfaction.  In view of this submission made by the PIO-cum-Mining Officer, Department of Industries, SAS Nagar, the case is adjourned for further hearing to 28.06.2012.


The Complainant, who is not present to-day, is directed to come present on the next date of hearing, i.e. on 28.06.2012, at 11.00 a.m. failing which the case shall be decided in his absence.

 
Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 14. 06. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Mukhtiar Kaur,

H.No.284/C,

Rajguru Nagar,

Ludhiana











Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Tehsildar, Malerkotla.











 Respondent

CC 2993 of 2011

Present:
None for the Complainant.

Shri Gurmukh Singh, APIO-cum-Tehsildar, Malerkotla - on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Vide orders dated 18.11.2011, 20.12.2011 and 03.04.2012, Tehsildar, Malerkotla was directed to supply information on points no. 2 to 5 to the complainant and also to explain the reasons in writing for delay in providing the information.  However, neither the information was provided nor any reply was given by Sh.Gurmukh Singh, Tehsildar, Malerkotla.  He was, therefore, directed to file an affidavit duly attested by the Magistrate/Notary Public explaining the reasons for non supply of requisite RTI information to the complainant before the next date of hearing and the case was further adjourned  for further hearing to  to-day.


Shri Gurmukh Singh, Tehsildar, Malerkotla has been heard.  He states that photocopies of entire file relating to the order passed on 17.06.1993 by the 
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then Addl. Director, Consolidation, has been given to the complainant.  Since no more record other than the ‘misal’, photocopies of which have already been supplied to the complainant, was available in the office record, so the information on point No.2 to 5 could not be provided.  He also tenders an affidavit duly attested by the Notary Public.  During hearing, he was quite concerned of his conduct for not responding to Commission’s order.


Case file has been perused.  It is observed that since as per the provisions contained in Section 7(9) of the RTI Act, 2005, only that information is to be provided as is available on record and as the complainant was neither present on the last date of hearing, nor to-day and that the information whatever  is available on record stands supplied,  the case is disposed of and closed.  However, Shri Gurmukh Singh, Tehsildar Malerkotla is warned to be careful in future while dealing with and disposing of RTI applications.  No lame excuses of any kind on his part shall further help him any longer.







                           Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 14. 06. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Rahul Gupta,

S/o Sh. Dharam Pal,

R/o # 170, Gali No.6,

Mohalla Harbindpura,

Jagroan, District: Ludhiana.




…….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Food and Supplies Controller,

West, Ludhiana.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Food and Supplies Controller,

Pb, Chandigarh.






…..Respondents

AC No. 940 of 2011
Present:
None for the Appellant.

Shri Rajat Oberai, PIO-cum-District Food and Supplies Controller, West, Ludhiana - on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

On the last date of hearing i.e. on 03.04.2012, 
PIO-cum-District Food and Supplies Controller, West, Ludhiana was directed to accord an inspection of the relevant records to the appellant strictly under the relevant provisions of the Act and provide information to the appellant, running into not more than 200 pages, free of cost, duly authenticated, as identified by him in relation to his RTI application dated 14.07.2011, since information being sought by the appellant was voluminous .  Further, as PIO-cum-District Food and Supplies Controller, West, Ludhiana was not responding to the appellant in proper manner though the RTI application was dated 14.07.2011 and information was not being provided complying with the provisions contained in Section 7(1)(6) of RTI Act, 2005, Shri Rajat Oberai, PIO-cum-District Food and Supplies Controller, West, Ludhiana 
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was issued a Show Cause Notice under the provisions of section 20 (1) (2) and section 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act 2005 and was directed to furnish an affidavit duly attested by the Magistrate / Notary Public explaining the reasons for the delay in providing the information to the appellant before the next date of hearing and the case was adjourned to to-day for further hearing.  


Shri Rajat Oberai, who is present in person to-day has furnished an affidavit dated 13.06.2012 wherein point-wise reasoning has been given justifying the delay.  The respondent PIO has also tendered an unconditional and unqualified apology for delay occurred in supplying the information to the complainant.  He also delivers a photocopy of the letter under the signatures of Shri Rahul Gupta, Appellant stating therein that he is satisfied with the supplied information now and takes his appeal back.


Shri Rajat Oberai, Respondent PIO has been heard and in view of submissions made by him to-day, show cause notice issued to him is dropped.  Further, since the appellant is satisfied with the supplied information, the case is disposed of and closed.









Sd/-  

Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 14. 06. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er. Arun Garg,

# 40, Central Town,

Village Daad, V.P.O. Latton,

Distt. Ludhiana-142022





…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Inspector General of Police, Litigation,

Punjab, Chandigarh.
First Appellate Authority,

Inspector General of Police, Litigation,

Punjab, Chandigarh.





…Respondents
AC 192/2012
Present:
None for the Appellant.


Shri Santosh Kumar, ASI, on behalf of the Respondents.
ORDER

On the last date of hearing i.e. on 03.04.2012,  the Public Information Officer, office of Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana was directed to provide point-wise complete and correct, duly authenticated information to the appellant on two points in respect of his RTI application dated 20.10.2011 within 15 days, free of cost, under registered cover, with one spare copy of the information to the Commission for its records and the case was adjourned for hearing to-day i.e. 14.06.2012.   Sh. Santosh Kumar, ASI, appearing on behalf of the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana states that the requisite information has been sent to the complainant on both the points vide letter No.39-40 dated 07.04.2012.  It is further observed that a communication through email dated 12.06.2012 has been 
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received in the commission’s office vide which the appellant Shri Arun Garg has sought an adjournment.  


The case file has been perused and Sh. Santosh Kumar, ASI, appearing on behalf of the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana has been heard.  It is observed that the information on both the points stands supplied to the appellant.  The appellant is, therefore, directed to file his observation or point out deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent PIO within a period of seven days, who will respond back to him within next seven days.


The appellant is afforded last opportunity of being heard in the presence of Respondent on the next date of hearing by adjourning this case to 18.07.2012, at 11.00 a.m., as as per statement of ASI appearing on behalf of Respondent PIO –cum- Commissioner of Police Ludhiana no more information is available on record and hence cannot be provided. 


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 14. 06. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jaswant Singh,

S/o Sh. Lal Singh,

Village-Chakoki,

Distt-Kapurthala.






….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and
 Panchayat Officer,

Dhilwan, Distt-Kapurthala.





…..Respondent
CC No. 3065 of 2011
Present:
Shri Jaswant Singh, Complainant, in person.


None on behalf of the Respondents.
ORDER
Facts in brief are that vide orders dated 10.4.2012, the then State Information Commissioner Sh.Kulbir Singh had awarded a sum of Rs.1500/- (Fifteen Hundred) only to the complainant under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005.  It was clarified that the amount of compensation shall be paid by the Public Authority i.e. Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Dhilwan, Distt. Kapurthala before the next date of hearing.  Case was further adjourned for confirmation of compliance and was last heard on 03.04.2012 and to-day. It is observed that neither any compliance report has been received nor anyone was present on behalf of Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Dhilwan, Distt. Kapurthala on 3.4.2012 or to-day.  BDPO, Dhlwan was directed to ensure implementation of the order of the Commission dated 10.01.2012.  He was also directed to depute Sh. Sandeep Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Dhilwan in person on the next date of hearing explaining his position in writing with regard to the 
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show cause notice issued to him vide order dated 25.11.2011.  It was further ordered that BDPO Sh. Nirvair Singh and Sh. Sandeep Singh, Panchayat Secretary shall be personally present on the next date of hearing, i.e. to-day.  However, it is observed that neither Sh. Sandeep Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Dhilwan has furnished any explanation with regard to the Show Cause Notice issued to him vide orders dated 25.11.2011, nor he has appeared on any of the dates i.e. on 3.4.2012 and to-day.  

Shri Bhupinder Singh, Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Dhilwan, Distt. Kapurthala is now directed to comply with the above orders of the Commission dated 10.01.2012 and onwards and the case is adjourned to 18.07.2012 for further hearing.


Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 14. 06. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


Copy to:

i) Shri Bhupinder Singh, 

Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Dhilwan, Block: Dhilwan,

Distt. Kapurthala

ii) Sh. Sandeep Singh, 

Panchayat Secretary, 

Village: Chakoki,

Dhilwan, Distt: Kapurthala.

- for compliance.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Pritam Singh,

S/o Sh. Teja Singh,

R/o Village-Chakaki,

Distt-Kapurthala.






….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and 
Panchayat Officer,

Dhilwan, District: Kapurthala.




…..Respondent
CC No. 3073 of 2011
Present:
Shri Pritam Singh, Complainant, in person.


None on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
Facts in brief are that vide orders dated 10.4.2012, the then State Information Commissioner Sh.Kulbir Singh had awarded a sum of Rs.1500/- (Fifteen Hundred) only to the complainant under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005.  It was clarified that the amount of compensation shall be paid by the Public Authority i.e. Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Dhilwan, Distt. Kapurthala before the next date of hearing.  Case was further adjourned for confirmation of compliance and was last heard on 03.04.2012 and to-day. It is observed that neither any compliance report has been received nor anyone was present on behalf of Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Dhilwan, Distt. Kapurthala on 3.4.2012 or to-day.  BDPO, Dhlwan was directed to ensure implementation of the order of the Commission dated 10.01.2012.  He was also directed to depute Sh. Sandeep Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Dhilwan in person on the next date of hearing explaining his position in writing with regard to the 
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show cause notice issued to him vide order dated 25.11.2011.  It was further ordered that BDPO Sh. Nirvair Singh and Sh. Sandeep Singh, Panchayat Secretary shall be personally present on the next date of hearing, i.e. to-day.  However, it is observed that neither Sh. Sandeep Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Dhilwan has furnished any explanation with regard to the Show Cause Notice issued to him vide orders dated 25.11.2011, nor he has appeared on any of the dates i.e. on 3.4.2012 and to-day.  

Shri Bhupinder Singh, Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Dhilwan, Distt. Kapurthala is now directed to comply with the above orders of the Commission dated 10.01.2012 and onwards and the case is adjourned to 18.07.2012, at 11.00 a.m. for further hearing.


Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 









     Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 14. 06. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


Copy to:

iii) Shri Bhupinder Singh, 

Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Dhilwan, Block: Dhilwan,

Distt. Kapurthala

iv) Sh. Sandeep Singh, 

Panchayat Secretary, 

Village: Chakoki,

Dhilwan, Distt: Kapurthala.

- for compliance.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Deena Nath,










s/o Sh.Sham Lal,

# 48, Kasturba Sewa Mandir Trust,

Rajpura, Distt. Patiala.





…Complainant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,




 
o/o Asstt. District Food Supply Officer,

Rajpura.







…Respondent

CC No. 106 of 2012

Present:
None for the Complainant.

Shri Smt. Balvir Kaur, FSO, Rajpura along with Maninder Partap, Inspector - on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

On the last date of hearing i.e. on 03.05.2012, PIO cum DFSC Patiala was  directed to ensure that the complete correct and duly attested information is supplied to the complainant free of cost by registered post within a period of 7 days.  PIO was also directed to depute Food Supplies Officer Rajpura on the next date of hearing with one copy of the supplied information and the case was adjourned to to-day for further hearing.  Shri Maninder Partap, Inspector appearing for the PIO states that the requisite information stand supplied to the complainant vide letter No.534 dated 28.05.2012.


The supplied information has been perused and Smt.Balvir Kaur, DFO, Rajpura has been heard.  It is observed that the information as is available on record has been provided to the complainant.  It is further observed that neither the complainant is present nor anything contrary has been heard from him.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.


Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 









Sd/-




Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 14. 06. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Inderjit Singh, Panch,

Village Satowali, P.O. Adampur,

Distt. Jalandhar.






…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Chief Executive Officer,

Zila Parishad,

Jalandhar.







…Respondent

CC No. 414/12

Present:
None for the Complainant.

Shri Sarbjit Singh, Deputy Chief Executive Officer, Zila Parishad, Jalandhar on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

On the last date of hearing i.e. on 16.05.2012, Shri Sarabjit Singh Walia, DDPO-cum-Deputy Chief Executive Officer - PIO, Zila Parishad, Jalandhar was directed to  provide point-wise complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the complainant within a period of two weeks, free of cost.  He wasfurther directed to show cause by filing a self attested affidavit as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for delaying / denying the information.


Shri Sarabjit Singh Walia, DDPO-cum-Deputy Chief Executive Officer - PIO, Zila Parishad, Jalandhar has furnished self attested affidavit dated 14.06.2012 wherein he has mentioned that time to time information was being provided to the complainant.  However, the final information i.e. copy of the inquiry report has now been sent to the complainant vide registered letter No.502 
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dated 25.05.2012 because the inquiry has been completed now.  He has also furnished a copy of the same to the commission.  


The case file has been perused.  It is observed that a letter dated 14.06.12 has been received in the Commission wherein the complainant Shri Inderjit Singh has shown his full satisfaction.  The perusal of the case file further reveals that no willful delay in supplying the information to the complainant has been caused by the Respondent PIO-cum- Deputy Chief Executive Officer - PIO, Zila Parishad, Jalandhar in any manner and since the complainant is satisfied with the supplied information, the case is disposed of and closed.









Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 14. 06. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan

Anti Corruption Council, 

Opp. Water Tank, 

Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot





     Appellant

Vs
1.Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Director Factories,

Circle No. 1, Kartar Singh Market,

Gill Road, Ludhiana

2.First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director of Factories, Punjab,

SCO No. 87-88, Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh.





                         Respondents

A.C .No. 256/12 
Present:
None for the Appellant.

Shri Pardeep Kumar, Clerk, O/o Dy. Director of Factories, Circle No.1, Kartar Singh Market, Gill Road, Ludhiana along with Sh. Malkiar Singh, Sr. Assistant, O/o Director of Factories, Chandigarh - on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

On the last date of hearing i.e. on 17.05.2012, Sh. Sukhminder Singh appearing on behalf of the respondent PIO stated that the requisite information was sent to the appellant vide letter NO.431 dated 12.07.2011. Since the appellant was not present, he was directed to file his observations or point out the deficiencies, if any, in the supplied information.  The PIO-cum-Deputy Director Factories, Circle-1 Ludhiana was directed to ensure that supplied  information is  correct and complete and this case was adjourned to to-day for further hearing.  A communication dated 28.5.2012 has been received in the Commission’s office from the Appellant wherein he has mentioned that he was 
A.C .No. 256/12                                       -2-
asking simple information i.e. about filing of court cases against defaulting factories as per the inspections carried out by the PIO-cum- Deputy Director Factories, Circle No. 1, Kartar Singh Market, Gill Road, Ludhiana, which were 24 in number.  The Appellant has further stated that he is seeking information that out of 24 inspection of factories carried out by the PIO-cum-Dy. Director of Factories, Ludhiana, in how many cases, cases under the relevant provisions had been filed against the defaulters, but still this information has not been provided to him despite of the fact that his RTI application is dated 1.4.2011.


PIO-cum-Deputy Director Factories, Circle No. 1, Kartar Singh Market, Gill Road, Ludhiana is, therefore, directed – 

i)
to provide point-wise relevant information to the appellant within a period of seven days free of cost under registered cover.

ii)
to file his self-attested affidavit in respect of his version for the delay caused in supplying the information to the appellant.

iii) to explain the reasons by filing self attested affidavit as to why the provisions of section 20 (1) (2) and section 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act 2005 be not invoked against him for willfully delaying and denying the information to the appellant and for other loss and detriments suffered by him. 


Adjourned to 18.07.2012.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 













    Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 14. 06. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

            
Copy to:

Deputy Director Factories, 

Circle No. 1, Kartar Singh Market,
 Gill Road, 
Ludhiana
-  for compliance.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jasbir Singh

Village Bolapur Jhabewal,

P.O. Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana.






…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Pathankot.







…Respondent

CC No. 449/12

Present:
None for the Complainant.

Shri Deepak Kumar, Supdt. O/o DTO, Pathankot - on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing i.e. on 22.05.2012, the compalnant had stated that no information has been provided to him so far, therefore, PIO-cum- District Transport Officer, Pathankot was directed to supply complete, correct and duly attested information free of cost to the complainant within a period of two weeks from today under registered cover. He was also directed to explain in writing the reasons for delay in supplying the information. Shri Deepak Kumar, Supdt. appearing on behalf of the PIO-cum-DTO Pathankot states that the requisite information has been sent to the complainant vide letter No.275 dated 17.4.2012.  He further states that earlier the information could not be supplied due to the facts that DTO  was also holding an additional charge of ADTO Ludhiana and retired on 31.05.2012.

I have perused the supplied information and have observed that the same is regarding challans of vehicles made on account of over-loading. PIO-cum-DTO, Pathankot is, therefore, directed to supply the remaining information i.e. regarding the challans made in respect of vehicles due to over-speed within a period of seven days. He is also directed to supply the information regarding 
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description of the vehicles which were challanned from February 2011 up to to-day due to over-speeding.


Adjourned to 25.07.2012.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 








     Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 14. 06. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


Copy to:

Public Information Officer-cum- 

District Transport Officer,

Pathankot (Punjab)
- for compliance.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sat Pal Sharma,

# 3623, Street No. 1, Durgapuri,

Haibowal Kalan, Ludhiana.





…Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

(Zone-D), 
Ludhiana.







 

First Appellate Authority,-cum-
Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, 
Ludhiana.







...Respondents
AC - 1081/2011
Order

 
This case last came up for hearing on 15.05.2012 when the appellant Sh. Sat Pal Sharma was present personally.  On behalf of the respondents, appearance was put in by S/Sh. Raj Kumar, Municipal Town Planner-cum-Nodal Officer; Naveen Malhotra, Supdt. Teh Bazari; and Vijay Kalra, Inspector, Teh Bazari.    Taking submissions of both the parties on record, the case was posted to 30.05.2012 for pronouncement of the order.   However, on 30.05.2012, due to some administrative reasons, the pronouncement of the order was adjourned to date i.e. 24.7.2012. To-day, both the parties are present and have stated that case was fixed for pronouncement of order on 14.6.2012 and not 24.7.2012, therefore same is being pronounced today after recalling and perusing the case file.


Briefly stated, the relevant facts of the case are that Sh. Sat Pal Sharma, vide application dated 19.10.2010 sought information under the RTI Act, 2005 on 5 points from Municipal Corporation Ludhiana mainly concerning setting up of commercial unit i.e. Amar Sweets Factory in the residential area of Street No. 1, Haibowal Kalan, Ludhiana.  It is further observed that Asstt. Town Planner-cum-APIO, Municipal Corporation, Zone ‘D’,  Ludhiana, vide letter dated 06.12.2010, 
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wrote back to the applicant to provide the site plan number or date of its approval so that providing of the RTI information could be facilitated. Failing to get any response to the satisfaction of the Appellant Sh.Sat Pal Sharma, the first appeal with the First Appellate Authority was filed by him on 15.12.2010, which lingered on till long without any fruitful results,  therefore, the present Second Appeal was preferred before the Commission on 28.10.2011. 


It has come on record that the information on 5 points has been communicated by the Asstt. Town Planner, Zone ‘D’, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to the appellant vide letter dated 29.07.2011, a copy of which contains acknowledgement from the appellant and certain objections were raised by the appellant which were communicated by him to the respondent vide letter dated 08.08.2011 and a response dated 19.08.2011 from the respondent PIO of Municipal Corporation Ludhiana had been received by the appellant on 23.08.2011.


Further, during the hearing of second appeal before the Commission, after the perusal of the case file, in the order dated 02.05.2012, it was recorded as under: -

“After hearing both the parties, it is observed that complete information on point no. 2, 3, 4 has been supplied to the appellant, whereas information on point no. 1 and 5 is co-related which of course has also been provided by Municipal Town Planner, Ludhiana, that the letter mentioned at sr. no. 1 of the RTI application was never received in his office.” 

However since letter no. 8544 dated 20.8.2012 of SDM (West) Ludhiana was shown to have been received in Teh Bajari Branch, as per entry in dispatch register, Shri Naveen Malhotra, Supdt. of Teh - Bazari Branch was directed to supply the information with regard to this letter of SDM (west), asked in RTI application and case was adjourned to 15.5.2012 for further hearing. However, Sh. Naveen Malhotra, Supdt. Teh Bazari made a written statement on 15.05.2012 that the file No. 544 of SDM, Ludhiana (West) about which information under serial no. 1 and 5 is being sought, was never delivered in his office and hence no information can be provided concerning the same in the absence of the relevant file / documents. 
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Therefore after thorough perusal of case file, it is observed that as information as per provisions contained in the RTI Act, 2005, is to be provided whatever is available on record and since the information sought on various points as was available in the record had been made available to the applicant-appellant, from time to time e.g. vide letters dated 29.07.2011 and 19.08.2011, apart from personal hearing afforded to the appellant by the First Appellate Authority. It has been considered appropriate that no more information can be made available to the appellant in the prevailing situation, relating to his RTI application in hand.


It has further been observed that Sh. V.K. Gupta who was earlier posted as Zonal Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Zone ‘D’, Ludhiana; and currently as the Addl.Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, was the designated PIO from 20.10.2010 to 20.12.2011 (the relevant period for the present case) and he did not attend to the RTI application of the Appellant Sh. Sat Pal Sharma at all during this period, which consequently resulted into inordinate delay in providing the information.  In view of the matter, Sh. V.K. Gupta (now the Additional Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana) is hereby called upon to explain in writing by filing a self attested affidavit as to why the provisions of Section 20(1), 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for the delay caused in providing the information.


It is further made clear that in case no submissions are made by Sh. V.K. Gupta, the then PIO, it shall be construed that he has nothing to say in the matter and the Commission shall proceed further in the matter accordingly.    Sh. V.K. Gupta is also directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing, so that he could also be afforded an opportunity of being heard. 


At the same time, it is not disputed that too much delay has certainly taken place before it could be said that complete information available with the respondent, as per the original application, stood provided to the appellant.   It will, therefore, be in the interest of justice to award compensation of Rs.3,000/- (Rupees Three Thousand Only), in favour of the appellant Sh. Sat Pal Sharma under the provisions of Section 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005 for the financial loss 
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and other detriments suffered by him in getting the information under the RTI Act, 2005.  


The amount of compensation is to be paid by the Public Authority i.e. Department of Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh to the appellant, within a month’s time against acknowledgment. An attested copy of the acknowledgment be sent to the Commission for records. 


The case is  fixed for further hearing on 24.07.2012. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      (B.C.Thakur)


Dated:14.6.2012          


 State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

 1. Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

     Department of Local Government, 

     Punjab Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, 

     Chandigarh;

2. Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana,

for serving the copy of this order on Shri V.K.Gupta Additional         Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana; and


3. Shri V.K. Gupta, Additional Commissioner,

               Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, 


    - for necessary compliance. 

