STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Rajinder Pal,

Old Metallco Gali,

Arya School Road,

Rampura Phul – 151103,

District: Bathilnda.







…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Deputy Inspector General of Police,


Bathinda.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1217 of 2013     

Order
Present: 
Shri Rajinder Pal,  Appellant, in person. 

Shri Ravcharan Singh Brar, S.S.P. Ropar; Shri Gurjant  Singh, A.S.I., office of S.S.P. Bathinda; Shri Baldev Singh, Head Constable, office of D.I.G. of Police, Bathinda  and Shri R.L. Kaushal, District Attorney, Ropar, on behalf of the Respondents. 

1.

The case was last heard on 30.01.2014,  when as per the directions of the Commission issued on 19.12.2013, Shri  Ravcharan Singh Brar, SSP, Ropar  appeared before the Commission, who apprised the Commission of the facts of the case.  Written submission from SSP Bathinda and Shri Ravcharan Singh Brar, SSP Ropar, were made, which  were taken on record.  After detailed discussion and hearing both the parties, the judgement was reserved. 
2.

The brief facts of the case are that Shri Rajinder Pal, resident of Old 
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Metallco Gali, Arya School Road, Rampura Phul , District: Bathilnda vide RTI application dated 19.02.2013 sought following information on 3 counts from the PIO of the office of Senior Superintendent of Police, Bathinda:-
“(1)
fJj fe w?A fJZe doyk;s fwsh 22-08-2012 Bz{  I.G.(P) ôqh fBowb f;zx fYZb'A Bz{ pfmzvk fty/ i' I.G. ;kfjp B/ SkpVk g?b/; pfmzvk fty/ dopko brkfJnk ;h T[; ftu fdZsh ;h i' fe I.G. ;kfjp B/ T[es doyk;s S.S.P. ;kfjp ns/ S.H.O. ;kfjp okwg[ok Bzz{ gVskb bJh wkoe ehsh ;h feqgk eoe/ T[; doyk;s d/ ;pzX ftu  i'  th gVskb ehsh T[; dh s;dhe-ô[Xk  ekgh fdZsh ikt/.
(2)
fJj fe T[; doyk;s d/ ;pzX ftu gVskb bJh fi; fe;/ d/ e'Jh fpnkB  doi ehs/ rJ/ jB T[jBQK dh s;dhe-ô[Xk ekgh fdZsh ikt/.
(3)
fJ; doyk;s d/ ;pzX ftu nkg ih B/ nro e'Jh gVskb ehsh j? sK T[; ftu w?Bz{ BK sk nkg tb'A e'Jh fpnkB g/ô eoB bJh p[bkfJnk frnk j? ns/ BK jh w?Bz{ fJ; dh gVskb d/ ;pzX ftu e'Jh ;{uBk fdZsh j?. w?Bz{ gVskb d/ ;pzX ftu Bk ôkwb eoB dk ekoD df;nk ikt/ s/ fJ; dh s;dhe-ô[Xk ekgh fdZsh ikt/. “
Claiming that he did not  get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005,  Shri Rajinder Pal filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority, office of Deputy Inspector General of Police, Bathinda vide letter dated 13.04.2013 in terms of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and thereafter approached the Commission by way of Second Appeal as provided under Section 19(3) of the Act ibid vide undated letter, which was received in the Commission on 24.05.2013 and accordingly a notice of hearing was issued to the concerned parties. 
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3.

This case has been heard on 07.11.2013, 19.12.2013 and 30.01.2013. On 07.11.2013, a letter No. 7963/RTI, dated 05.11.2013 from Deputy Inspector General of 
Police, Bathinda Range, Bathinda was submitted  by his representative vide which it 
was informed that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant by Senior Superintendent of Police, Bathinda vide letter No. 228-229/5A/RTI, dated 24.06.2013. The appellant informed the Commission that the relevant information has not been provided to him by the respondent-PIO despite lapse of over eight months. Since no one was present on behalf of the PIO of the office of Senior Superintendent of Police, Bathinda, the PIO-cum-Senior Superintendent of Police, Bathinda was afforded one last opportunity to appear before the Commission in person on the next date positively alongwith two sets of complete relevant information as sought by Shri Rajinder Pal vide his RTI application dated 19.02.2013, one for onward transmission to the appellant and the other for perusal and record of the Commission, failing which his presence before the Commission would be sought by issuing bail-able warrants against him, in exercise of the powers conferred upon the Commission by Section 18(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, apart from taking further steps, including initiation of disciplinary proceedings against him, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005. It was further made clear that no further adjournment on this count would  be granted. It was further directed that in addition to the SSP Bathinda, a duly authorized representative of DIG Police, Bathinda, well conversant with the facts of the case, would also be present on the next date. The case was adjourned to 19.12.2013.
4.

A communication dated 18.12.2013 was received from the appellant stating that he was given a beating by some persons on 06.12.2013 asking him not to appear before the Commission on 19.12.2013. He thus sought exemption from appearance on 19.12.2013. 
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5.

On 19.12.2013,  despite the issuance of clear directions to SSP Bathinda to appear before the Commission to apprise the Commission of the facts of the case, he was not present. During deliberations, it came to the notice of the Commission that at the time of submission of RTI application by the Appellant, Shri Ravcharan Singh Brar 
was the SSP of Bathinda, who has recently been transferred and posted as SSP Ropar.
Accordingly, a copy of the order was sent to Shri Ravcharan Singh Brar, SSP, Ropar to personally appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing to apprise the Commission of the facts and circumstances of the case.  The Appellant was also asked to be present  on the next date  so that the matter could be discussed in the presence of both the parties and requisite information could be supplied to the Appellant to his satisfaction. The case was adjourned to 30.01.2014. 
6.

On 30.01.2014,  Shri Ravcharan Singh Brar, SSP, Ropar and Shri Rajinder Pal, Appellant were present. Written submission from SSP Bathinda  vide letter No. 16/5A/RTI, dated 29.01.2014 was made, which was taken on record.  Shri Ravcharan Singh Brar, SSP  Ropar also made a  written submission dated 30.01.2014 , which was also  taken on record. Detailed discussion was  held  in the court  to thrash out the matter. Shri Ravcharan Singh Brar, SSP Ropar, while stating the facts of the case, asserted that the information asked for by the appellant vide his RTI application had already been supplied to him. The appellant reiterated  that he was beaten up by some persons and the SHO, City, Rampura,  Bathinda. He reiterated  that the information has not been supplied to him and rather he has been harassed. He requested that the PIO  may be penalized for the delay in the supply of the information and he may be awarded compensation for the loss and detriment suffered by him.  After hearing both the parties, the judgement was  reserved. 

7.

Vide letter dated 29.01.2014,  SSP Bathinda informed the Commission that the requisite information was handed over to the appellant on 22.08.2013 in the Court of Shri Satinder Pal Singh, State Information Commissioner, in AC-1406 of 2013, 
Contd……p/5

AC- 1217 of 2013



-5-  

which was duly received by the appellant and the case was closed and disposed of by the Hon’ble Commissioner. 
8.

Vide written submission dated 30.01.2014, Shri Ravcharan Singh Brar, SSP, Ropar has submitted that as per official record, the appellant applied under the RTI Act, 2005 in the office of IGP Bathinda Zone, Bathilnda on 02.04.2013 and the office of IGP Bathinda Zone, Bathinda sent the requisite information at his house vide letter No. 5045/RTI, dated 01.05.2013. Thereafter, the appellant submitted an application in the office of DGP Punjab, Chandigarh seeking information under the RTI on five points, which was marked to the IGP Bathinda Zone, Bathinda , who vide letter No. 6404-05/RTI, dated 28.05.2013 directed the SSP Bathinda to provide requisite information/documents to the appellant. Consequently, the office of SSP Bathinda vide letter No. 228-229/5-A/RTI, dated 24.06.2013 sent the requisite information at the address of the appellant within one month and the office of IGP Bathinda Zone, Bathinda, also sent the information at the address of the appellant vide letter No. 8803/RTI, dated 25.06.2013. After this, the appellant approached the Commission by filing an appeal No. AC-1406 of 2013, arraying the office of IGP Bathinda Zone, Bathinda as a party. This appeal was heard by Shri Satinderpal Singh, Hon’ble Commissioner on 29.07.2013 when DSP Sub Division Maur  appeared on behalf of the office of IGP Bathinda, Zone, Bathinda. During hearing once again the entire information was supplied to the appellant , which was duly received by him and the case was disposed of by the Hon’ble Commissioner. In the last Shri Brar, SSP Ropar  has asserted  that no delay has been caused  in the supply of information nor the information was denied. 
8.

In view of the facts noted above and after going through the record  made available in the case file and after hearing the parties,  I arrive at the conclusion that  the information asked for by the appellant on 3 points  through his RTI application in the 
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instant case stands provided to him. I am fully convinced with the submissions  put forth 
by SSP Ropar and SSP Bathinda that no delay has been caused in the supply of 
information to the appellant. More-over, no malafide is proved against them. Therefore, no action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 for imposing penalty upon the PIO and awarding any compensation to the appellant is called for. As  regards the grievance of the appellant that he  has been beaten up by some persons and the SHO, City Rampura, Bathinda,  he is advised to approach the competent authority for the redressal  of  his grievances, if any, and avail the alternative remedy provided by the law. 
9.

Accordingly, a  copy is forwarded to Senior Superintendent of Police, Bathinda, to look into the matter and give a personal hearing to the appellant for the removal of his grievances, if any. 

10. 

In these circumstances, the instant case is disposed of and closed. 
11.

Judgement pronounced in the open court today.









Sd/-
 

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03.04.2014


             State Information Commissioner

CC:

1.
Senior Superintendent of Police,

Registered



Bathinda.


2.
Shri Ravcharan Singh Brar, SSP, Ropar,



Now, AIG, PPCR-2, Punjab,




Police Headquarters, Sector:9,




Chandigarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Satish Kumar,
S/o  Late Shri Om Parkash,

H.No. 98, Gali No. 5,
Jagdamba Colony, Majitha Road,

Amritsar – 143001.







…Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,
Sultanpur Lodhi, District: Kapurthala.




…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 3744 of 2013    

Order
Present: 
None for the complainant.

Shri Gurvinder Singh, Registry Clerk, Tehsil Office, Sultanpur Lodhi, on behalf of the respondent. 


The case was last heard on 18.02.2014, when Smt. Seema Singh, Tehsildar, appearing on behalf of the respondent, stated that the information had since been supplied to the complainant. Since the complainant was not present, while affording one more opportunity to him to pursue to his case, the case was adjourned for today.
2.

Today, the respondent reiterates that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant. The complainant is again not present today, which shows that he has received the information and is satisfied. 

3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 










Sd/- 

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  03-04-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Rajesh Khokhar,
1084, Street No. 1,

Manohar Nagar, Near Dhuri Line,

Ludhiana – 141003.







…Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal, 
Government College for Boys, 

Ludhiana.








…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 4141 of 2013   

Order
Present: 
None for the complainant.

Shri Ujjalbir Singh, Associate Professor, Government College Ludhiana and Mrs. Pooja Gupta, Senior Assistant, office of D.P.I.(C) Punjab, on behalf of the respondent. 


The case was last heard on 06.02.2014, when the respondent was directed to provide complete information to the complainant. The complainant was advised to furnish his observation, if any, on the provided information, to the respondent with a copy to the Commission. He was also advised to be present on the next date of hearing, otherwise the case would be decided ex-parte.
2.

Today, the respondent states that the requisite information was supplied to the complainant by calling him in the office on 27.03.2014. He further states that the information was once again handed over to him on 01.04.2014 and he has given in writing that he is satisfied with the provided information. The respondent submits a copy of the provided information, with the written  submission of the complainant, which is taken on record. 
3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-04-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Jagjit Singh,
R/o Aman Nagar,

# 3809, Street No.3, 

Bakck-side Greenland School,

Near Jalandhar Bye-Pass, 

Ludhiana.








…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation,
Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2596 of 2013   

Order
Present: 
Shri Jagjit Singh, appellant, in person.
None for the respondents.


The case was last heard on 06.02.2014, when the PIO of House Tax and O&M Sections of the Corporation was directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing i.e. today. He was also directed to be present in person before the Commission. 
2.

Today, none is present on behalf of the respondents. The appellant states that the information asked for at points No. 4, 7 and 9 is still pending. Viewing the absence of the PIO seriously, he is directed to supply the information asked for at points No. 4, 7 and 9 to the appellant before the next date of hearing positively otherwise punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, will be initiated. He is also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain the status of the provided information.
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3.

A copy of the order is forwarded to Commissioner, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana to ensure that the remaining information is supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing and the concerned PIO is present in person.

4.

Adjourned to 11.06.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-04-2014


             State Information Commissioner
CC

Commissioner, Municipal Corporation 


Registered
Ludhiana
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Jagjit Singh,

R/o Aman Nagar,

# 3809, Street No.3, 

Bakck-side Greenland School,

Near Jalandhar Bye-Pass, 

Ludhiana.








…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Municipal Corporation,


Ludhiana.







…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 2597 of 2013   

Order
Present: 
Shri Jagjit Singh, appellant, in person.

Shri Rajiv Bhardwaj, Superintendent, Tehabzari, Zone-A, on behalf of the respondents.
The case was last heard on 06.02.2014, when Shri Rajiv Bhardwaj, Superintendent, Tehabzari, Zone-A, appearing on behalf of the respondents, stated that requisite information had been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 468/TBS, dated 04.06.2013. A copy of the provided information was received in the Commission by post, which had been taken on record. Since the appellant was not present, he was advised to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. 
2.

Today, the respondent reiterates that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant. The appellant wants to know the status of action taken 
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on his application. The respondent explains the position  vis-à-vis the status of the case in detail to which the appellant expresses his satisfaction.
3.

Since the requisite information stands provided to the appellant to his satisfaction, the case is disposed of and closed. 










Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-04-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Jagjit Singh,

R/o Aman Nagar,

# 3809, Street No.3, 

Back-side Greenland School,

Near Jalandhar Bye-Pass, 

Ludhiana.









…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Municipal Corporation,


Ludhiana.
3.
Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.







…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 2598 of 2013   

Order
Present: 
Shri Jagjit Singh, appellant, in person.

Shri Navjot Singh, XEN, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar; Shri  Rajesh Singh, Clerk and Shri Inderjit Singh, Draftsman, Municipal Corporation, Zone-A, Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondents.

1.

The case was last heard on 06.02.2014, when Shri Taran Pal Singh, Building Inspector, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, appearing on behalf of the  Respondents stated that the Appellant had asked for the information relating to Shri Hamant Batra, STP, who was initially appointed in Municipal Corporation, Amritsar and  his entire service record is with the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. Therefore, his RTI 
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application had been transferred to Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar vide 
letter No. 316/ATO/A, dated 16.05.2013 under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, to 
supply requisite information to the Appellant. He further stated that the appellant had been asked to obtain the requisite information with regard to Shri Hemant Batra from Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar as Shri Batra had since been transferred to Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. Accordingly, the PIO of the office of Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar was  also impleaded as a Respondent in the instant case. 
A copy of the order was  forwarded to Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar to ensure that the information relating Shri Hemant Batra, STP,  is   supplied to the Appellant before the next date of hearing i.e. today and the concerned PIO is present in person.
2.

As per the directions of the Commission, issued on the last date of hearing, Shri Navjot Singh, XEN, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar is present today. He hands over requisite information to the appellant in the court today. He submits a copy of the information to the Commission, which is taken on record. He further states that the information asked for at point No. 9 relates to MTP Branch of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. 

3.

Accordingly, the PIO of MTP Branch of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana is directed to supply requisite information asked for at point No. 9 to the appellant before the next date of hearing.
4.

Adjourned to 11.06.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-04-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Jagjit Singh,

R/o Aman Nagar,

# 3809, Street No.3, 

Back-side Greenland School,

Near Jalandhar Bye-Pass, 

Ludhiana.









…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Municipal Corporation,


Ludhiana.







…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 2599 of 2013   

Order
Present: 
Shri Jagjit Singh, appellant, in person.

Shri Rahul Kumar Pal, Building Inspector, Zone-C,  on behalf of the respondents.

1.

The case was last heard on 06.02.2014, when Shri Banke Bihari, Assistant Town Planner, appearing on behalf of the respondents stated that the requisite information had been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 31/APIO-C/DRG, dated 13.06.2013 but the appellant was not satisfied. Accordingly, the respondent-PIO was directed to be present before the Commission on the next date of hearing i.e. today to apprise the Commission of the latest position of the case so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant. 
2.

Today, Shri Rahul Kumar Pal, Building Inspector, Zone-C, appearing 
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on behalf of the respondents states that complete information has been supplied to the appellant and they are taking necessary action in the matter as per the orders of Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court.
3.

Since the requisite information stands provided to the appellant to his satisfaction, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-04-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Gurjeet Singh,
Village: Miyan, P.O.: Multania,

District: Bathilnda.








…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Commissioner,
Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Bathinda.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1522 of 2013    

Order
Present: 
Shri Gurjeet Singh, appellant, in person.
Shri  Hardial Singh, Senior Assistant and Shri Raghbir Singh, Clerk, office of Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda, on behalf of the respondents. 


The case was last heard on 18.02.2014, when Shri Hardial Singh, Senior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondents, stated that the information asked for by the appellant was third party information and thus could not be supplied. After perusing the information asked for by the appellant, the respondent was directed to supply information regarding the Arms Licences issued during the period from 01.04.2010 to 30.11.2012 to the appellant before the next date of hearing as the information asked for was not third party.
2.

Today, Shri  Hardial Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondents   states that the requisite information, as available on record, running into 2769 pages, has been supplied to the appellant and no other information relating to  instant RTI application  is available on their record. The appellant states that the information 
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provided is incomplete. A copy of record register has not been supplied to him as yet. 
3.

Accordingly, it is directed that an affidavit duly attested by Executive Magistrate, from Shri Rajiv Prashar, PCS, Additional District Magistrate, Bathinda-cum-PIO, be submitted on the next date of hearing, to the effect that the information as available on record has been supplied to the appellant and no other information relating to instant RTI application, is available on their record. 
4.

Adjourned to  24.06.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-04-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Rajeev Bhatia,
No. 469/9, New Colony,

Opposite K.M.V. Tanda Road,

Jalandhar – 144004.







…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Commissioner of Police,
Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Commissioner of Police,

Jalandhar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2316 of 2013    

Order
Present: 
Shri Rajeev Bhatia, appellant, in person.
Shri Pars Ram, ASI, on behalf of the respondents.


The case was last heard on 18.02.2014, when Shri Pars Ram, ASI, appearing on behalf of the respondents stated that a copy of FIR No. 22 had been sent to the appellant by registered post. The appellant stated that the information was incomplete as a copy of the Inquiry Report and a copy of the complaint had not been provided to him as yet. Accordingly, the respondent-PIO was directed to supply a copy of the Inquiry Report and a copy of the complaint to the appellant as per his demand under intimation to the Commission.
2.

Today, the appellant states that he has received complete information and case may be closed. 

3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-04-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Vikramjit Singh,
H.No. 683/13, Nikki Mandi,

PATTI, District: Tarn-Taran.






…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Tehsildar, PATTI,
District: Tarn-Taran.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Tarn-Taran.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2706 of 2013    

Order
Present: 
Shri Ranjodh Singh  Sidhu, Advocate, on behalf of Shri Vikramjit Singh, appellant.
None for the respondents. 


The case was last heard on 25.02.2014, when Shri Karanjit Singh, Reader, Tehsildar Office, Patti, appearing on behalf of the respondents stated that the information asked for at points No. 4, 5 and 13 related to the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar, which had been transferred to them under Section 6(3) of RTI Act, 2005 vide  letter No. 64, dated 23.01.2014.  He further stated that the information asked for at points No. 11 and 12 related to Commissioner, Jalandhar Division, Jalandhar and had been transferred to them under Section 6(3) of RTI Act, 2005 vide letter No. 63, dated 29.01.2014.  He also stated that the complete information had been supplied to the appellant. He submitted one copy of the provided information, which was taken on record. The appellant requested to adjourn  the case as he wanted to study the provided information. 
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2.

A letter No. 134, dated 27.03.2014 from tehsildar, Patti, District: Tarn-Taran has been received vide which he has requested to adjourn the case and exempt them from appearance as the whole staff has been deputed  on  Lok Sabha Election Duty. 

3.

Ld. Counsel for the appellant states that the information asked for at points No. 4, 5 and 13 is still pending.   Accordingly, the PIO of the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar, is directed to supply the requisite information sought at points No. 4, 5 and 13 of RTI application to the appellant  before the next date of hearing. He is also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith relevant record so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay.
4.

Adjourned to 03.07.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-04-2014


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Public Information Officer,



Registered


Office of Deputy Commissioner,



Amritsar.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Sucha Singh,
S/o Shri Jarnail Singh,

VPO: Hari Pur,

Via Adampur Doaba,

District: Jalandhar.








…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Tehsildar,
Jalandhar-1.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2322 of 2013    

Order
Present: 
Shri Sucha Singh, appellant, in person.
Shri Bawa Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Adampur Tehsil, Jalandhar-1 and Shri Avtar Singh Patwari, office of Director Land Records, Jalandhar, on behalf of the respondents. 


The case was last heard on 18.02.2014, when the appellant stated that the requisite information had not been supplied to him as yet. After detailed discussion regarding the information sought by the appellant, Tehsildar Jalandhar-1 and Shri Avtar Singh, Patwari Chakbandi, office of Director Land Records, Jalandhar were directed to appear before the Commission personally alongwith Old Map of the village: Haripur Hadbast No.63, Tehsil & District: Jalandhar, to apprise the Commission of the factual position of the case, otherwise punitive action would be taken against them under the relevant provisions of RTI Act, 2005.
2.

Shri Avtar Singh, Patwari submits a copy of  relevant  document to the Commission, which is taken on record. He states that the information has been supplied 
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to the appellant. The appellant states that the provided information is incorrect and misleading. Thus a detailed discussion is held regarding the sought information in the court. After the discussion, the appellant pin-points the following  information, which is still  required by him:-
(1)
Khasra Numbers of Jamabandi 1952-53 Khatuni Istemal Chakbandi Village: Haripur Hadbast No. 63, Tehsil: Jalandhar-1.
(2)
Copies of Khasra Numbers 2881, 2882, 2883 2885, 2886, 2887, 2888, 2911, 2913, 2914, 2915, 2916.
(3)
Copies of Plotting Chhajra of Khasra Numbers  92/1, 151, 152, 312, 456/1 and 456/2.

3.

Accordingly, Shri Sukhdev Singh, Office Kanungo, Jalandhar-1 and Tehsildar, Jalandhar-1 are directed to supply the above noted information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. They are also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith relevant record so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant to his satisfaction. 

4.

In these circumstances, Shri Bawa Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Adampur Tehsil, Jalandhar-1 and Shri Avtar Singh Patwari, office of Director Land Records, Jalandhar, are exempted from personal appearance further in the instant case. 

5.

Adjourned to 11.06.2014  at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/- 



 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-04-2014


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

1.
Tehsildar,




Jalandhar-1.



2.
Shri Sukhdev Singh, Office Kanungo, 




Jalandhar-1.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Sucha Singh,

S/o Shri Jarnail Singh,

VPO: Hari Pur,

Via Adampur Doaba,

District: Jalandhar.








…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Tehsildar,

Jalandhar-1.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Deputy Commissioner,


Jalandhar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2294 of 2013    

Order
Present: 
Shri Sucha Singh, appellant, in person.

Shri Avtar Singh, Patwari, Chakbandi, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Sucha Singh, appellant, states that the information sought by him in the instant case has also been sought in AC-2322 of 2013. Therefore, he requests that the instant case may be closed. 
2.

Accordingly, the instant case is closed. 









Sd/- 



 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-04-2014


             State Information Commissioner
