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To: PADUM NARAYAN DWIVEDI <hearingcourts5.upic@up.gov.in>
Cc: Idartionline <Idartionline@gmail.com>

WRITTEN SUBMISSION BEFORE THE STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION,
U.P. (Hearing Room S-5)

Appeal No.: S05/A/0512/2024 Registration No.: A-20240701538 Appellant: Shri
Yogi M.P. Singh Respondent: Public Information Officer / Office of Lucknow
Development Authority (LDA), Lucknow Next Date of Hearing: 19/08/2026

TO, THE HONOURABLE STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, ROOM NO. S-
5, RTI BHAWAN, VIBHUTI KHAND, GOMTI NAGAR, LUCKNOW.

SUBJECT: Written submission regarding continued non-service of the penalty notice
dated 13.05.2026, continued withholding of information, and prayer for enforcement
of the Commission's orders ahead of the hearing fixed for 19.08.2026.

HONOURABLE SIR,

[, Yogi M.P. Singh, the Appellant in the above-numbered second appeal, most
respectfully submit as follows:

1. Brief Background

That the original RTI application (Registration No. LKDPA/R/2024/60085) was filed
on 10.02.2024, and remained unanswered for nearly a year and a half before being
arbitrarily rejected by the PIO on 16.07.2025 under U.P. RTI Rule 4(2)(b)(ii). That the
present second appeal, filed on 20.07.2024, has since been listed before this Hon'ble
Commission on at least eleven occasions (10.10.2024, 28.11.2024, 31.12.2024,
28.01.2025, 06.03.2025, 23.07.2025, 24.09.2025, 11.12.2025, 24.02.2026,
13.05.2026 and 09.06.2026), with the Respondent failing on every occasion either to
furnish the information or to appear before the Commission with a written
explanation.

2. Penalty Imposed but Not Served

That this Hon'ble Commission, taking serious note of the Respondent's persistent
non-compliance and disregard of its earlier orders, was pleased to impose a penalty
of Rs. 25,000/- on the Respondent PIO under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005,
vide order dated 13.05.2026. That, however, upon a subsequent hearing on
09.06.2026, it was found that the notice of this penalty had never actually been
served upon the Respondent PIO, and the Commission accordingly directed the
office to issue the same afresh.

The Appellant respectfully submits that this is illustrative of the very pattern of
administrative laxity and non-accountability that has characterised the Respondent's
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conduct throughout these proceedings, and prays that the Commission confirm, at
the ensuing hearing, that the penalty notice dated 13.05.2026 has now in fact been
served on the Respondent, and that recovery proceedings for the said amount of Rs.
25,000/- have been initiated in accordance with law.

3. Information Still Withheld

That despite the passage of over two and a half years since the filing of the original
RTI application, and despite the Commission's repeated directions, the Respondent
has still not furnished any of the following information sought by the Appellant:

(a) Details of the title suit filed by Smt. Anuradha Singh (also referred to in LDA's
records as Guddi Singh / Aradhana Singh) in respect of the plot(s) recorded in the
name of Guddi Singh, including the name, designation and posting of the official(s)
who executed the registry;

(b) A certified copy of the order passed by the competent court deciding the said title
suit, in compliance with the directions of the Hon'ble High Court in Writ Petition No.
135 of 2006;

(c) The name, designation and posting details of the officials who executed the
registry of the disputed plots to the allottees;

(d) Full details of the committee stated to have been constituted by the LDA to inquire
into the alleged irregularities, including the names, designations and postings of its
members, the date of its constitution, and the time-frame fixed for completion of its
inquiry;

(e) Details of the government functionaries who nominated the said committee
members.

4. Objection to the "Pending Committee Inquiry” as a Ground for Withholding
Information

That the Respondent's communication dated 11.09.2025 (issued through Sri Ravi
Nandan Singh, Special Officer, LDA) sought to justify the continued non-disclosure of
information on the ground that an internal committee's inquiry was still pending and
that the concerned parties were not appearing with documents. The Appellant
respectfully reiterates his objection that:

(i) The pendency of an internal administrative inquiry cannot operate as an indefinite
bar to disclosure of information under the RTI Act, 2005, particularly where the
information sought (court orders, registry records, and the composition of the
committee itself) already exists and requires no further "analysis, interpretation, or
opinion" within the meaning of Rule 4(2)(b)(ii);

(i) Even the basic details of the committee — its members, their designations, and
the timeline given to it — have themselves been withheld, which suggests that the
"committee" is being used as a shield rather than as a genuine mechanism of inquiry;

(iii) Nearly one year has passed since the committee was stated to have been
formed (as of 11.09.2025), with no update whatsoever placed before this Hon'ble
Commission regarding its findings or progress.
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5. Prayer

In light of the above, the Appellant most respectfully prays that this Hon'ble
Commission may be pleased to:

1.

Confirm that the penalty notice dated 13.05.2026 (Rs. 25,000/-
under Section 20(1)) has been duly served upon the Respondent PIO,
and direct that recovery of the said amount be effected without
further delay;

. Direct the Respondent PIO to furnish, in certified form, all the

information listed in Paragraph 3 above, within a time-bound period,
and to place on record proof of such compliance before the
Commission;

. Call for a status report on the internal committee referred to in the

communication dated 11.09.2025, including its composition and
findings (if any) to date;

. Recommend appropriate departmental/disciplinary action against the

concerned officials under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005, for the
sustained and willful obstruction of information over a period
exceeding two years, notwithstanding repeated directions of this
Hon'ble Commission;

. Pass such further orders as this Hon'ble Commission may deem fit

and proper in the interest of justice.

Verification: |, Yogi M.P. Singh, do hereby verify that the contents of the above
submission are true to the best of my knowledge and are based on the record of
proceedings in the present case.

Date: 31/07/2026 Place: Mirzapur / Lucknow

Respectfully submitted, Yogi M.P. Singh, Appellant Mobile: 7379105911 Email:
yogimpsingh@gmail.com

On Wed, 8 Jul 2026 at 15:31, PADUM NARAYAN DWIVEDI <hearingcourts5.upic@up.gov.in> wrote:
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