STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Karandeep Singh

7, Indira Market,

Gill Road,

Ludhiana-3

        


     


…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana 





2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana




    
        …Respondents
AC- 1751/12
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Gurcharan Singh, Inspector-APIO; Kuljit Singh & Madanjit Singh, Draughtsmen.

In the case in hand, vide RTI application No. 257 dated 09.08.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Karandeep Singh had sought information on five points pertaining to sealing orders issued against various buildings & other related matters, in West constituency, since January, 2002.


It is further the case of Sh. Karandeep Singh that he had filed first appeal before respondent no. 2 on 03.10.2012 while the second appeal had been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 30.11.2012.


When the case came up for hearing on 30.01.2013, Sh. Ranjiv Kumar, appearing on behalf of the respondent, had stated that since the information sought pertained to all the zones of the Corporation, a circular had been issued to all the branches to send their respective information upon receipt of which the same would be compiled and passed on to the applicant-appellant.  He had further stated that the current information in the matter had been published.   He had also stated that the necessary response in this regard had been sent to the applicant vide their Memo. No. 366 dated 22.01.2013.


In the hearing dated 20.03.2013, during the proceedings, appellant had clarified that complete information pertaining to Building Branch of Zone ‘D had also been sought, upon which respondent had sought some time on the ground that most of the staff was busy with the ensuing closing for the period ending March 31, 2013.   


In the earlier hearing dated 09.05.2013, written response to the show cause notice had been received from the respondent PIO which was taken on record. 


It had also come to light, during the hearing, that information on point no. 4 and 5, though provided, appellant was not satisfied with the same and had insisted that affidavit about the correctness of this information be obtained from the respondent, which was ordered accordingly.  


Respondent was afforded another opportunity to comply with the directions of the Commission and provide all the remainder information to the applicant-appellant, within a period of 15 days, under intimation to the Commission. 


On 19.06.2013, in compliance with the directions of the Commission, respondent PIO had tendered an affidavit to the effect that the information provided in respect of point no. 4 and 5 of the RTI application was correct as per records.   However, he sought some more time to provide the information pertaining to point no. 1 to 3.


Appellant had stated that information from Building; and Water & Sanitation department was also pending, which the respondent PIO was directed to procure, compile and make available to the applicant-appellant, within a period of 21 days.    


In the hearing dated 10.10.2013, a fax message bearing No. 452 dated 10.10.2013 had been received from the Public Information Officer, Zone-D of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana seeking exemption from appearance from the hearing on grounds of ill-health and had, as such, sought another date.    He had also annexed photocopy a medical certificate in support of his contention.


In the interest of justice, the request of the respondent-PIO was accepted.   It was, however, made clear if by the next date, complete relevant information according to the RTI application dated 09.08.2012 was not provided to the applicant-appellant, stringent punitive provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 including initiation of disciplinary proceedings could be invoked against the PIO – Deemed PIO(s).


Since the matter was already unduly delayed, the respondent-PIO / Deemed PIO(s) were directed to put in personal appearance on the next date fixed. 


On the written request of the appellant, adjourned to 12.02.2014 at 2.00 PM.










   Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12.12.2013
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AC- 1752/12

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Banke Bihari, ATP, Zone-C; Gurcharan Singh, Inspector-APIO; and Kuljit Singh & Madanjit Singh, Draughtsmen.

In this case, 
vide RTI application No. 260 dated 10.08.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Karandeep Singh had sought information on five points pertaining to sealing orders issued against various buildings & other related matters, in Zone C, since January, 2002.


It is further the case of Sh. Karandeep Singh that he had filed first appeal before respondent no. 2 on 03.10.2012 while the second appeal had been filed before the Commission.


When the case was taken up for hearing on 29.01.2013, Sh. Banke Bihari, Asstt. Town Planner, appearing on behalf of the respondents, had stated that the requisite information had already been sent to the applicant vide letter dated 12.09.2012.   The appellant, on the other hand, had stated that he had not received any such communication.   At this, a copy of the same had been provided to him by the respondent upon perusal whereof, Sh. Karandeep Singh had pointed out that information on point no. 3 to 5 of his RTI application was still un-provided.   Affording another opportunity to the respondent PIO to provide the appellant the remainder information as well within a fortnight, the case was posted to 21.02.2013, however, the same could not be taken up on the said date and was adjourned to date i.e. April 4, 2013 when Sh. Raj Kumar, MTP had put in appearance on behalf of the respondents.   However, no further information had been made available to the applicant-appellant.   Sh. Ajay Sood, PCS, Zonal Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Zone ‘C’, Ludhiana-cum-PIO was issued a show cause notice affording him an opportunity of personal hearing in today’s hearing. 


In the hearing dated 09.05.2013, it was recorded: -

“It is noted with concern that neither any explanation in response to the show cause notice has been received from Sh. Ajay Sood nor has he cared to put in appearance today, as was directed vide order dated 04.04.2013.    The RTI application was submitted by the appellant as early as 10.08.2012 and despite lapse of nine months, the requisite information has not so far been provided to the applicant-appellant.   The delay of 9 months i.e. 270 days is definitely on a high side and cannot be given a go-by.

Therefore, the Commission, in exercise of the powers conferred by Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commission hereby imposes a penalty to the tune of Rs. 25,000/- (Rupees Twenty five thousand only) upon the PIO - Sh. Ajay Sood, PCS, Zonal Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Zone ‘C’, Ludhiana for not providing the requisite information to the applicant-appellant despite a clear delay of nine months.   The amount of penalty is recoverable from the salary payable to Sh. Ajay Sood and to be deposited in the State Treasury under the relevant head, within a month’s time.   An attested copy of the receipted challan is also directed to be presented before the Commission on the next date fixed, for its perusal and records. 

Also, in exercise of the powers vested with the Commission under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commission awards a compensation amounting to Rs. 4,000/- (Rupees Four Thousand only) in favour of the appellant Sh. Karandeep Singh which is payable by the Public Authority – office of Principal Secretary, Local Govt. Punjab through the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana within a month’s time, against acknowledgement.

A copy of this order be sent to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana who will ensure the directions / orders of the Commission are complied with in letter and spirit, during the prescribed time frame. 

In the meantime, respondent PIO is directed to ensure that point-wise complete and specific information, duly attested, according to RTI application dated 10.08.2012 is provided to the appellant within a fortnight, under registered cover and on the next date fixed, a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt submitted before the Commission for its perusal and records.


Any further laxity in the matter shall be at the peril of the respondent PIO.”


It is observed that the amount of compensation amounting to Rs. 4,000/- awarded in favour of the appellant has not so far been paid to him by the respondent Corporation for which one last opportunity is afforded, failing which further proceedings including initiation of disciplinary proceedings against the erring officers could be initiated, which should be noted carefully. 


In the hearing dated 19.06.2013, undated written submissions had been made by Sh. Ajay Sood, which were taken on record.   He had chiefly contended that he was not the designated PIO in this case during the relevant period i.e. at the time of filing the RTI application or when the first appeal before the First Appellate Authority was filed or even at the time of filing second appeal before the Commission by the applicant-appellant, either for the Building Branch or for the House Tax Branch to which the information pertained; and his name as PIO had inadvertently crept in and as such, he was not liable to be penalized in the case in hand.


Upon reappraisal of the entire matter, it was revealed that through inadvertence, the name of Sh. Ajay Sood had been communicated to the Commission by the representatives of the respondent.   As such, the penalty imposed upon Sh. Ajay Sood was dispensed with and the order dated 09.05.2013 was ordered to be rectified / amended accordingly. 


During the proceedings, it further transpired that information from House Tax; and Water Supply and Sanitation regarding point no. 3 to 5 of the RTI application was still pending which was directed to be provided to the appellant at the earliest, but not later than a month’s time, under intimation to the Commission. 


If at all any part of the information was not available on records, a duly sworn affidavit stating such facts was directed to be tendered by the PIO today. 

On 10.10.2013, a fax message had been received from Sh. Rajinder Sharma, ATP, Zone-D of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana seeking exemption from appearance in the hearing on the ground that he had to appear before the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court as a witness, in a case related to the respondent Corporation and had, as such, sought another date.    


However, Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, Superintendent-PIO (Property Tax Branch) had come present.


Appellant, during the course of hearing, submitted that the compensation amounting to Rs. 4,000/- awarded by the Commission in his favour, vide order dated 09.05.2013 had not been paid to him by the respondents.    This was a serious matter and the Commission took strong cognizance of the same.    


It further transpired that the requisite information as sought by the appellant vide his RTI application dated 10.08.2012 was also far from provided, despite passage of over a year.


In the circumstances, Sh. Devinder Singh, PCS, Additional Commissioner-cum-First Appellate Authority, who also happened to be the Nodal Officer of the Corporation for the purposes of the cases pertaining to the RTI Act, 2005, was directed to ensure that: -

(i)
The amount of compensation as noted hereinabove was paid to the appellant within a week’s time from today; 

(ii)
The point-wise complete, correct, duly attested information, by collecting the same from whichever quarter it be available, was forwarded to the appellant, free of cost, per registered post and to present a copy of the relevant postal receipt along with a copy of the information so provided, before the Commission, for its perusal and records, today;

(iii)
He positively put in personal appearance today.


On the written request of the appellant, adjourned to 12.02.2014 at 2.00 PM.










   Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12.12.2013
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AC- 1763/12

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Gurcharan Singh, Inspector-APIO; Kuljit Singh & Madanjit Singh, Draughtsmen.


In the case in hand, vide RTI application No. 279 dated 21.08.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Karandeep Singh had sought the following information: -

1.
All the information regarding permanent encroachments in Ward No. 49 of Ludhiana Municipal Corporation;

2.
All the information regarding permanent encroachments in Ward No. 54 of Ludhiana Municipal Corporation;


It is further the case of Sh. Karandeep Singh that he had filed first appeal before respondent no. 2 on 03.10.2012 while the second appeal had been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 30.11.2012.


On 29.01.2013, when the case came up for hearing, Sh. Kuljit Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, had submitted that the requisite information had already been sent to the applicant vide letter dated 16.01.2013.   The appellant, on the other hand, had submitted that he had not received any such communication.   At this, a copy of the same had been provided to him by the respondent.    It was submitted by the Respondent that they did not have any such information compiled ward-wise.   He had further informed the Commission that Ward No. 49 and 54 fell in Zone ‘D’ and accordingly, he had provided the information in respect of Zone ‘D’ which obviously contained the information sought.    He had also submitted that the provided information was based on the last survey conducted in the year 2003.   Affording another opportunity to the respondent PIO, the case was posted to 21.02.2013, when, for administrative reasons, the same could not be taken up for hearing and was adjourned to date i.e. April 4, 2013.


When the case last came up for hearing on 04.04.2013, Sh. Raj Kumar, MTP and Sh. Kuljit Singh, Draughtsman, had reiterated that ward-wise information as sought in this case by the applicant, was not available in their records.    However, upon persuasion of the Commission, and with the co-operation of the appellant, respondents had agreed to make an attempt to extract the ward-wise information from the consolidated one available on records and try to provide the same to the appellant to the maximum possible extent.


When the case was taken up for hearing on 09.05.2013, Sh. Raj Kumar, Municipal Town Planner, had submitted that the requisite information had since been extracted and was being compiled for which he requested some more time, which had been granted with the consent of the appellant.    In the interest of justice, one last opportunity was afforded to the respondent to provide the appellant within a month’s time, point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, per registered post, within a month’s time, and to present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission for its perusal and records, today. 


During the hearing on 19.06.2013, Sh. Raj Kumar, MTP stated that he had tried his level best but it had come to fore that ward-wise bifurcation of the same was not feasible.   He, however, reiterated that information pertaining to the entire Zone ‘D’ had since been provided.    


In view of the latest development, respondent PIO was directed to file an affidavit to this effect by today.


When the case was taken up for hearing on 10.10.2013, a fax message had been received from Sh. Rajinder Sharma, ATP, Zone-D of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana seeking exemption from appearance in the hearing on the ground that he had to appear before the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court as a witness, in a case related to the respondent Corporation and had, as such, sought another date.    


In the interest of justice, the request of the respondent-PIO was accepted.   It was, however, made clear if by the next date complete relevant information according to the RTI application dated 09.08.2012 was not provided to the applicant-appellant, stringent punitive provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 including initiation of disciplinary proceedings could be invoked against the PIO – Deemed PIO(s).


Since the matter was already unduly delayed, the respondent-PIO / Deemed PIO(s) were directed to put in personal appearance today. 


On the written request of the appellant, adjourned to 12.02.2014 at 2.00 PM.










   Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12.12.2013
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AC- 1764/12

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Gurcharan Singh, Inspector-APIO; Kuljit Singh & Madanjit Singh, Draughtsmen.


Vide application No. 276 dated 21.08.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Karandeep Singh had sought the following information regarding Balaji Plywood situated at Model Gram on ESI Road going towards Kochar Market: -


1.
Property number of the above said building;

2.
All information [within the meaning of Section 2(f) read with 2(j) of the RTI Act, 2005] available with building branch of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. 


It is further the case of Sh. Karandeep Singh that he had filed first appeal before respondent no. 2 on 03.10.2012 while the second appeal had been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 30.11.2012.


When the case came up for hearing on 31.01.2013, no one had put in appearance on behalf of the respondent while Sh. Karandeep Singh had stated that the requisite information had not been provided to him by the respondents. 

On 20.03.2013, Sh. Raj Kumar, Municipal Town Planner, appearing on behalf of the respondent, sought some more time to provide the requisite information, which was granted.


On 09.05.2013, Sh. Raj Kumar, Municipal Town Planner, requested some more time, which had been granted with the consent of the appellant.   In the interest of justice, one last opportunity was afforded to the respondent to provide the appellant within a month’s time, point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, per registered post, within a month’s time, and to present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission for its perusal and records, today. 


On 19.06.2013, Sh. Karandeep Singh, the applicant-appellant stated that no information had been received by him from the respondent.

 
PIO – Sh. Raj Kumar, Municipal Town Planner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana was issued a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.  He was further directed to make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, in the shape of a duly sworn affidavit.    He was further directed to present complete relevant records pertaining to the case along with day-to-day action taken report on the RTI application of the applicant-complainant, today.


When the case was taken up for hearing on 10.10.2013, a fax message had been received from Sh. Rajinder Sharma, ATP, Zone-D of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana seeking exemption from appearance in the hearing on the ground that he had to appear before the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court as a witness, in a case related to the respondent Corporation and had, as such, sought another date.    


In the interest of justice, the request of the respondent-PIO was accepted.   It was, however, made clear if by the next date complete relevant information according to the RTI application dated 09.08.2012 was not provided to the applicant-appellant, stringent punitive provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 including initiation of disciplinary proceedings could be invoked against the PIO – Deemed PIO(s).


Since the matter was already unduly delayed, the respondent-PIO / Deemed PIO(s) were directed to put in personal appearance today. 


On the written request of the appellant, adjourned to 12.02.2014 at 2.00 PM.










   Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12.12.2013
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AC- 1765/12

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Gurcharan Singh, Inspector-APIO; Kuljit Singh & Madanjit Singh, Draughtsmen.


Vide application No. 283 dated 23.08.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Karandeep Singh had sought the following information regarding shops situated on right side from ESI Road going towards Kochar Market, falling in Ward No. 49 of the Municipal Corporation: -


1.
Information on property numbers of the above said all the shops;

2.
All information [within the meaning of Section 2(f) read with 2(j) of the RTI Act, 2005] available with building branch of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. 

3.
Have ever these shopkeepers indulged in encroachment as per records of Building Branch of Zone –D;

4.
Certified copies of latest house tax bill for the above said shops;


It is further the case of Sh. Karandeep Singh that he had filed first appeal before respondent no. 2 on 03.10.2012 while the second appeal had been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 30.11.2012.


When the case last came up for hearing on 31.01.2013, Sh. Karandeep Singh, the appellant had submitted that the requisite information had not been provided to him.  PIO – Sh. Raj Kumar, Municipal Town Planner was directed to be personally present in today’s hearing.   The direction of the Commission has been duly complied with.


On 20.03.2013, Sh. Karandeep Singh clarified and informed the respondents that the requisite information pertaining to House Tax and Teh Bazari Branches was also to be provided.



On 09.05.2013, Sh. Raj Kumar, Municipal Town Planner, requested some more time, which had been granted with the consent of the appellant. 


In the interest of justice, one last opportunity was afforded to the respondent to provide the appellant within a month’s time, point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, per registered post, within a month’s time, and to present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission for its perusal and records, today. 


Sh. Karandeep Singh, appellant, on 19.06.2013, submitted that in this case, information from Building, House Tax, Teh Bazari; and Water Supply and Sanitation Branches was also involved.   He further stated that shed numbers by the building branch had been provided.  However, this information in respect of House Tax branch had not been made available.   He further lamented that no information in respect of point no. 2 to 4 of his application had been provided by the respondent so far. 


Respondent PIO was afforded one last opportunity to do the needful and comply with the directions of the Commission in letter and spirit.


In the hearing dated 10.10.2013, a fax message bearing No. 452 dated 10.10.2013 had been received from the Public Information Officer, Zone-D of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana seeking exemption from appearance from the hearing on grounds of ill-health and had, as such, sought another date.    He had also annexed photocopy a medical certificate in support of his contention.


In the interest of justice, the request of the respondent-PIO was accepted.   It was, however, made clear if by the next date, complete relevant information according to the RTI application dated 09.08.2012 was not provided to the applicant-appellant, stringent punitive provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 including initiation of disciplinary proceedings could be invoked against the PIO – Deemed PIO(s).


Since the matter was already unduly delayed, the respondent-PIO / Deemed PIO(s) were directed to put in personal appearance on the next date fixed. 


On the written request of the appellant, adjourned to 12.02.2014 at 2.00 PM.










   Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12.12.2013
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AC- 1766/12

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Gurcharan Singh, Inspector-APIO; Kuljit Singh & Madanjit Singh, Draughtsmen.


On 21.03.2013, in another case between the same parties, Sh. Karandeep Singh, the appellant; and Sh. Raj Kumar, Municipal Town Planner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana had appeared on behalf of the respondents, before this Bench the previous day, when both the parties had agreed for adjournment of this case to date which was ordered accordingly. 


On 09.05.2013, Sh. Raj Kumar, Municipal Town Planner, requested some more time, which had been granted with the consent of the appellant.   In the interest of justice, one last opportunity was afforded to the respondent to provide the appellant within a month’s time, point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, per registered post, within a month’s time, and to present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission for its perusal and records, today. 


In the hearing dated 19.06.2013, the respondent had brought the information to the Commission for onward delivery to the appellant.   Sh. Karandeep Singh stated that he be provided the same through registered post, which was ordered accordingly. 


Appellant, on receipt of the information, would communicate to the respondent in black and white if he had any objections thereto, which the respondent was directed to remove within a fortnight of receipt thereof. 


Appellant further lamented that he had submitted the RTI application as early as 30.08.2012 and despite lapse of over nine months, the complete requisite information had not so made available to him by the respondent.   He further prayed that he be compensated for the financial and other detriments suffered by him during all this time.


In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commission, compensation of Rs. 5,000/- (Rupees Five Thousand Only) was awarded in favour of Sh. Karandeep Singh which was payable by the Public Authority i.e. Department of Local Govt. Punjab, through the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, within a month’s time.


When the case was taken up for hearing on 10.10.2013, a fax message had been received from Sh. Rajinder Sharma, ATP, Zone-D of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana seeking exemption from appearance in the hearing on the ground that he had to appear before the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court as a witness, in a case related to the respondent Corporation and had, as such, sought another date.    


In the interest of justice, the request of the respondent-PIO was accepted.   It was, however, made clear if by the next date complete relevant information according to the RTI application dated 09.08.2012 was not provided to the applicant-appellant, stringent punitive provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 including initiation of disciplinary proceedings could be invoked against the PIO – Deemed PIO(s).


Since the matter was already unduly delayed, the respondent-PIO / Deemed PIO(s) were directed to put in personal appearance today. 


On the written request of the appellant, adjourned to 12.02.2014 at 2.00 PM.










   Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12.12.2013
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AC- 1767/12

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Gurcharan Singh, Inspector-APIO; Kuljit Singh & Madanjit Singh, Draughtsmen.


On 21.03.2013, in another case between the same parties, Sh. Karandeep Singh, the appellant; and Sh. Raj Kumar, Municipal Town Planner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana had appeared on behalf of the respondents, before this Bench the previous day, when both the parties had agreed for adjournment of this case to date which was ordered accordingly. 


On 09.05.2013, Sh. Raj Kumar, Municipal Town Planner, requested some more time, which had been granted with the consent of the appellant.   In the interest of justice, one last opportunity was afforded to the respondent to provide the appellant within a month’s time, point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, per registered post, within a month’s time, and to present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission for its perusal and records, on 19.06.2013 Sh. Karandeep Singh stated that no information had been provided to him by the respondent, Sh. Raj Kumar, MTP, submitted that he was not getting any cooperation from the department and his colleagues in the matter.   He further stated that the working in the Corporation needed an overhauling which, he submitted, was beyond his authority.   He, however, prayed for another date, which was granted. 


When the case was taken up for hearing on 10.10.2013, a fax message had been received from Sh. Rajinder Sharma, ATP, Zone-D of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana seeking exemption from appearance in the hearing on the ground that he had to appear before the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court as a witness, in a case related to the respondent Corporation and had, as such, sought another date.    


In the interest of justice, the request of the respondent-PIO was accepted.   It was, however, made clear if by the next date complete relevant information according to the RTI application dated 09.08.2012 was not provided to the applicant-appellant, stringent punitive provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 including initiation of disciplinary proceedings could be invoked against the PIO – Deemed PIO(s).


Since the matter was already unduly delayed, the respondent-PIO / Deemed PIO(s) were directed to put in personal appearance today. 


On the written request of the appellant, adjourned to 12.02.2014 at 2.00 PM.










   Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12.12.2013
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AC- 1769/12

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Gurcharan Singh, Inspector-APIO; Kuljit Singh & Madanjit Singh, Draughtsmen.


Vide application No. PFL/RTI/289/2012 dated 06.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Karandeep Singh had sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005 regarding the commercial work being carried out near House No. 53, Model Gram, Ludhiana: -


1.
Certified copy of the map (plan) of the above said building;

2.
All information [within the meaning of Section 2(f) read with Section 2(j) of the RTI Act, 2005] available with the Building Branch of the Corporation;

3.
Whether, as per records of the Corporation, the above said building is being used as residential or commercial?

4.
Copies of notices issued to (owners of) above said building, if any;

5.
Certified copies of latest House Tax paid in respect of the above said building;

6.
Latest copy of sewerage bill paid in respect of the above said building.


It is further the case of Sh. Karandeep Singh that he had filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2 on 23.10.2012 whereas the Second Appeal had been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 03.12.2012.


When the case came up for hearing on 05.03.2013, Sh. Karandeep Singh had stated that no information had been provided to him by the respondents.   
Observing that even after lapse of six months, the relevant information had not been provided to the appellant, a show cause notice was issued to the PIO – Ms. Isha Kalia, IAS, Zonal Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana who was directed to be personally present before the Commission in today’s hearing. 

During the last hearing dated 18.04.2013, Sh. Ranjiv Kumar, Superintendent had appeared on behalf of the respondents and had tendered a copy of the office order dated 15.04.2013 issued by the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana re-designating the various officials / officers as APIOs / PIOs in the four Zones.   He had stated that he had been designated as the PIO in respect of Zone D of the Corporation and as such, he had put in appearance as the PIO.


On 09.05.2013, Sh. Raj Kumar, Municipal Town Planner, requested some more time, which had been granted with the consent of the appellant.   In the interest of justice, one last opportunity was afforded to the respondent to provide the appellant within a month’s time, point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, per registered post, within a month’s time, and to present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission for its perusal and records. 


On 19.06.2013, it was recorded that information from House Tax Branch on points no. 5 and 6 of the RTI application stood provided to the applicant-appellant.    Sh. Raj Kumar, MTP, had brought the information in respect of points no. 1 to 4 vide Memo. No. 1798 dated 03.06.2013 for onward transmission to Sh. Karandeep Singh, the appellant.   Sh. Karandeep Singh stated that he be provided the same through registered post, which was ordered accordingly. 


Appellant, on receipt of the information, would communicate to the respondent in black and white if he had any objections, which the respondent was directed to remove within a fortnight of receipt thereof. 


In the hearing dated 10.10.2013, a fax message bearing No. 452 dated 10.10.2013 had been received from the Public Information Officer, Zone-D of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana seeking exemption from appearance from the hearing on grounds of ill-health and had, as such, sought another date.    He had also annexed photocopy a medical certificate in support of his contention.


In the interest of justice, the request of the respondent-PIO was accepted.   It was, however, made clear if by the next date, complete relevant information according to the RTI application dated 09.08.2012 was not provided to the applicant-appellant, stringent punitive provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 including initiation of disciplinary proceedings could be invoked against the PIO – Deemed PIO(s).


Since the matter was already unduly delayed, the respondent-PIO / Deemed PIO(s) were directed to put in personal appearance on the next date fixed. 


On the written request of the appellant, adjourned to 12.02.2014 at 2.00 PM.










   Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12.12.2013




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Karandeep Singh

7, Indira Market,

Gill Road,

Ludhiana-3

        


     


…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana 





2.
First Appellate Authority-cum-


Joint Commissioner (M),

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana




    
        …Respondents

AC- 1770/12

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Gurcharan Singh, Inspector-APIO; Kuljit Singh & Madanjit Singh, Draughtsmen.


In the instant case, 
vide application No. PFL/RTI/288/2012 dated 06.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Karandeep Singh had sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005 regarding the commercial work being carried out near House No. 35, Model Gram, Ludhiana: -


1.
Certified copy of the map (plan) of the above said building;

2.
All information [within the meaning of Section 2(f) read with Section 2(j) of the RTI Act, 2005] available with the Building Branch of the Corporation;

3.
Whether, as per records of the Corporation, the above said building is being used as residential or commercial?

4.
Copies of notices issued to (owners of) above said building, if any;

5.
Certified copies of latest House Tax paid in respect of the above said building;

6.
Latest copy of sewerage bill paid in respect of the above said building.


It is further the case of Sh. Karandeep Singh that he had filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2 on 23.10.2012 whereas the Second Appeal had been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 03.12.2012.

During the hearing dated 18.04.2013, Sh. Ranjiv Kumar, Superintendent had appeared on behalf of the respondents and had tendered a copy of the office order dated 15.04.2013 issued by the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana re-designating the various officials / officers as APIOs / PIOs in the four Zones.   He had stated that he had been designated as the PIO in respect of Zone D of the Corporation and as such, he had put in appearance as the PIO.


On 09.05.2013, Sh. Raj Kumar, Municipal Town Planner, requested some more time, which had been granted with the consent of the appellant.    In the interest of justice, one last opportunity was afforded to the respondent to provide the appellant within a month’s time, point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, per registered post, within a month’s time, and to present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission for its perusal and records. 

 
In the earlier hearing dated 19.06.2013, Respondents had provided information on point no. 5 and 6 of the 
RTI application to the applicant-appellant per Memo. No. 107 dated 29.05.2013.   Appellant was advised to communicate to the respondent in black and white if he had any objections, which the respondent was directed to remove within a fortnight of receipt thereof.  
For any remainder information, respondent was afforded another opportunity.


In the hearing dated 10.10.2013, a fax message bearing No. 452 dated 10.10.2013 had been received from the Public Information Officer, Zone-D of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana seeking exemption from appearance from the hearing on grounds of ill-health and had, as such, sought another date.    He had also annexed photocopy a medical certificate in support of his contention.


In the interest of justice, the request of the respondent-PIO was accepted.   It was, however, made clear if by the next date, complete relevant information according to the RTI application dated 09.08.2012 was not provided to the applicant-appellant, stringent punitive provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 including initiation of disciplinary proceedings could be invoked against the PIO – Deemed PIO(s).


Since the matter was already unduly delayed, the respondent-PIO / Deemed PIO(s) were directed to put in personal appearance on the next date fixed. 


On the written request of the appellant, adjourned to 12.02.2014 at 2.00 PM.










   Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12.12.2013




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Shri Ripudaman Ohri,

1333, Phase II,

Shivalik Avenue,

Naya Nangal-140126

(Distt. Ropar)







  
…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,

o/o Sub-Registrar,

Hoshiarpur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur.






        …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2109 of 2013
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. R.D. Ohri in person.
For the respondents: S/Sh. Rakesh Kumar, clerk; and Chandan Sharma, HRC.


Sh. R.D. Ohri, vide RTI application no. RDO/SR/175/06-2013 dated 02.07.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1, sought a copy of the directions / notifications and instructions issued by the Government from time to time through which the Govt. empowers the Sub-Registrar to register the sale deed by attaching any of the documents mentioned in letter no. 464/RC dated 23.08.2011, as proof of ownership of the seller.

Failing to get satisfactory information within prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Ohri filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 09.08.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently, approached the Commission in second appeal, received in its office on 27.09.2013, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


While the respondents stated that the requisite information already stands provided to the appellant, Sh. Ohri termed the provided information as incorrect and false.


As such, respondent-PIO – Sh. Amarjit Singh Thind, Tehsildar, Hoshiarpur is directed to file a duly sworn affidavit on the next date fixed, affirming the correctness of the provided information.   He will also confirm that the information provided is based on records and that nothing has been concealed therefrom.    He is further directed to appear before the Commission personally on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 13.02.2014 at 2.00 PM.










   Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12.12.2013




State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

Sh. Amarjit Singh Thind,

(REGISTERED)
Tehsildar,

Hoshiarpur.

For due compliance, as directed hereinabove.










   Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12.12.2013




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Shri Ripudaman Ohri,

1333, Phase II,

Shivalik Avenue,

Naya Nangal-140126

(Distt. Ropar)







  
…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,

o/o Sub-Registrar,

Hoshiarpur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur.






        …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2110 of 2013
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. R.D. Ohri in person.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Rakesh Kumar, clerk; and Chandan Sharma, HRC.


Sh. R.D. Ohri, vide RTI application no. RDO/SR/182/07-2013 dated 11.07.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1, while referring to its letter no. 1377/RC dated 18.07.2012, sought various information pertaining to requirements for registration of sale deeds.

Failing to get satisfactory information within prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Ohri filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 09.08.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently, approached the Commission in second appeal, received in its office on 27.09.2013, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


While the respondents stated that the requisite information already stands provided to the appellant, Sh. Ohri termed the provided information as incorrect and false.


As such, respondent-PIO – Sh. Amarjit Singh Thind, Tehsildar, Hoshiarpur is directed to file a duly sworn affidavit on the next date fixed, affirming the correctness of the provided information.   He will also confirm that the information provided is based on records and that nothing has been concealed therefrom.    He is further directed to appear before the Commission personally on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 13.02.2014 at 2.00 PM.










   Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12.12.2013




State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

Sh. Amarjit Singh Thind,

(REGISTERED)
Tehsildar,

Hoshiarpur.

For due compliance, as directed hereinabove.










   Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12.12.2013




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Shri Ripudaman Ohri,

1333, Phase II,

Shivalik Avenue,

Naya Nangal-140126

(Distt. Ropar)







  
…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur.






        …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2111 of 2013
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. R.D. Ohri in person.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Rakesh Kumar, clerk; and Chandan Sharma, HRC.


Sh. R.D. Ohri, vide RTI application no. RDO/SR/183/07-2013 dated 11.07.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1, while referring to mutation order nos. 1273, 1274 and 1275, sought the following information: -

1.
Copies of document No. / Sale Deed No. based on which the aforesaid mutation orders were passed;

2.
Name of the Sub-Registrar who passed the above said mutation orders; and whether he is still in service, retired, alive or otherwise;
3.
Name of the Kanungo who countersigned the same; and whether he is still in service, retired, alive or otherwise;

4.
 Name of the Patwari who entered the same; and whether he is still in service, retired, alive or otherwise;

5.
Name and designation of the authority checking whether the working of Patwari, Kanungo and Sub-Registrar is in order; and whether he is still in service, retired, alive or otherwise;

6.
Copy of the notification or directions issued by the Govt. stating that mutation orders can be passed without mentioning the type of document taken as the basis.

 
Failing to get any response / information within prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Ohri filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 09.08.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently, approached the Commission in second appeal, received in its office on 27.09.2013, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


Respondents have brought the requisite information vide letter no. 142 dated 05.12.2013 which is handed over to the appellant.


Appellant is advised to file his observations, if any, and point out if there are any specific discrepancies in the information provided and communicate the same to the respondents, in black and white, within a fortnight, whereafter the respondents are directed to remove the same within a month’s time, under intimation to the Commission.    Appellant shall inform the Commission if the response so received is to his satisfaction.


Adjourned to 13.02.2014 at 2.00 PM.









   Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12.12.2013




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Shri Ripudaman Ohri,

1333, Phase II,

Shivalik Avenue,

Naya Nangal-140126

(Distt. Ropar)







  
…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur.






        …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2112 of 2013
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. R.D. Ohri in person.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Rakesh Kumar, clerk; and Chandan Sharma, HRC.


Sh. R.D. Ohri, vide RTI application no. RDO/DC/176/07-2013 dated 02.07.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1, sought various information pertaining to noting sheet page no. 28 and 29 based upon which letter no. 1490/2011/HRC dated 18.11.2011 was written to the Sub-Divisional Magistrate.

Failing to get any response / information within prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Ohri filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 09.08.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently, approached the Commission in second appeal, received in its office on 27.09.2013, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


While the respondents stated that the requisite information already stands provided to the appellant, Sh. Ohri pleaded non-receipt of the same and as such, a copy thereof has been handed over to him during the hearing today.


Appellant is advised to file his observations, if any, and point out if there are any specific discrepancies in the information provided and communicate the same to the respondents, in black and white, within a fortnight, whereafter the respondents are directed to remove the same within a month’s time, under intimation to the Commission.    Appellant shall inform the Commission if the response so received is to his satisfaction.


Adjourned to 13.02.2014 at 2.00 PM.










   Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12.12.2013




State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

The Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur.

He is advised to issue necessary instructions to the staff concerned, to send the response / reply to the queries / information, sought under the RTI Act, 2005, to the applicant(s) per registered post, to check instances of complaints regarding non-receipt thereof. 










   Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12.12.2013




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ashish Gupta

Owner,

Business Encounter 5,

Shastri Market-2,

Jalandhar.







  
…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar. 






      …Respondents
Appeal Case No. 2010 of 2013
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Ashish Gupta in person.



For the respondents: Sh. Amarjit Singh, Drug Inspector. 


Vide RTI application dated 15.05.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Ashish Gupta sought the following information: -

1.
A raid had been conducted by Distt. Health Department at Joshi Hospital, Jalandhar on 05.07.2012.  Please provide complete details of the case along with the action taken report after finding irregularities of stocking medicines at hospital premises and basement itself; 

2.
Whether the case has been endorsed to the court? If yes, provide the latest status of the case along with photocopies of the case. 


Respondent no. 1, vide letter no. 737-738 dated 22.05.2013 transferred the request of Sh. Gupta to the C.S.O Jalandhar.


Failing to get any information, Sh. Gupta filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2 vide letter dated 24.06.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal, received in the office on 10.09.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties.



Copy of a letter no. 2039 dated 12.08.2013 from the District Drug Inspector, Jalandhar addressed to Sh. Gupta has been placed on record whereby the information has been declined terming the same to be third party.


On 14.11.2013 when the case came up for hearing, Sh. Ashish Gupta, the applicant-appellant submitted that the requisite information had not been provided to him by the respondents.


No one had put in appearance on behalf of the respondent-PIO nor had any communication been received from him.   


In the interest of justice, one more opportunity was afforded to the respondents to provide the applicant-appellant point-wise complete specific information according to his RTI application dated 15.05.2013 at the earliest, under intimation to the Commission.


Today, the requisite information to the satisfaction of the applicant-appellant has been provided in the Commission itself and Sh. Ashish Gupta, the appellant, consented for closure of the instant appeal.


Accordingly, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 










   Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12.12.2013




State Information Commissioner
