STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 889 of 2012
Sh. Suresh Kumar,

S/o Om Parkash Piara Lal,

Thekedar Wali Gali

Mansa.

      
                                         
 

 …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police 

Mansa.




                           

 …Respondent
 
Present:
None present.
ORDER

1.
The complainant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. However, an email has been received in the Commission at diary no.18226, dated 06.08.2013 stating therein that on account of ill-health he is unable to attend the Court and seeks a short adjournment. 
2
The matter to come up for further hearing on 06.09.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

3.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

   
 Sd/- 
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.08.2013


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 890 of 2012
Sh. Suresh Kumar,

S/o Om Parkash Piara Lal,

Thekedar Wali Gali


         

Mansa.
      
                                         
 

 …Complainant

       Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police 

Mansa.



                           

…Respondent

Present:
None present.
ORDER

1.
The complainant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. However, an email has been received in the Commission at diary no.18226, dated 06.08.2013 stating therein that on account of ill-health he is unable to attend the Court and seeks a short adjournment.
 2.
The matter to come up for further hearing on 06.09.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

 3.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

 



Sd/-
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.08.2013


                             State Information Commissioner

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 921 of 2013

Date of decision 06.08.2013
Sh. Jagan Nath Giri 

S/o Sh. Uttam Giri, 

R/o Village Dhamauli, P.O. Rajpura,

Shaheed Udham Singh Colony, 

Near Railway Fatak, Rajpura,

Distt. Patiala. 





……………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, 


Rajpura. 






   ………..……………Respondent

Present:
Sh. Jagan Nath Giri assisted by Sh. S.S. Grewal, Advocate.
For the respondent: Sh. Harnek Singh, Naib Tehsildar Kanour and Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Patwari Halka Shamdo, Rajpura. 

ORDER

1. Vide his RTI application dated 15.03.2012 the information seeker had sought information regarding allotment list number 9939/44 dated 09.09.1978 and report at serial no. 567 dated 03.06.1959 from the PIO office of SDM, Rajpura. On not get the information he filed a complaint in the Commission on 22.02.2013 under Section 18 of RTI Act. 
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 15.04.2013 in the Commission.
3. Sh. Jagan Nath Giri assisted by Sh. S.S. Grewal, Advocate tenders written statement that he has received the requisite information to his satisfaction and that the case may be disposed of. 
Cont….p2

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 921 of 2013

4. The respondent files additional submission vide letter no. Special 1/Reh dated 06.08.2013, which is taken on record, copy thereof is given to the complainant. The respondent states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been submitted vide letter no. 128/OK dated 12.04.2013. He further states  that the complete information has been provided to the information seeker and requests that the case may be disposed of.
5. After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file it is ascertained that the information has been sought regarding allotment list number 9939/44 dated 09.09.1978 and report at serial no. 567 dated 03.06.1959 from the PIO office of SDM, Rajpura. The PIO has already provided the requisite information on both the issues vide letter no, 434/Reh dated 25.04.2012. At today’s hearing the additional submission of respondent further clarifies the matter and information regarding entry dated 03.06.1959 in the Rojnamcha for the year 1958-59 has also been provided to the complainant in the Commission itself today. The complainant has tendered written statement that the requisite information has been provided to his satisfaction. No further action is required in this case which is closed and disposed of.   
6. Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.08.2013


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(WWW.infocommpunjab.com) 
Appeal Case No.1143 of 2012
Date of decision 06.08.2013
Sh. Kuldip Singh Khaira,

C/o Vigilant Citizens’ Forum.

#3344, Chet Singh Nagar.

    
Ludhiana-141003.




                           

…Appellant 

Vs
1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation, 

Mata Rani Chowk, Ludhiana-141008.

2. First Appellate Authority

O/o Municipal Corporation

Mata Rani Chowk, Ludhiana-141008.

          
                   …Respondent
Present:
Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, ld. counsel on behalf of the appellant.

For the respondent: Sh. Amarjit Singh Sikhon, PIO-cum-  office of Municipal Commissioner, Ludhiana. 
ORDER 

1.
The application of the information seeker is dated 09.11.2011 whereby he has sought information from the PIO office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana regarding all the buildings/ structures/ establishments/ institutions/ organizations, which have been exempted from paying House-Tax or have applied for exemption from paying House-Tax to the Ludhiana Municipal Corporation. Not satisfied with the response of PIO, he filed appeal first with FAA on 27.12.2011 and then in the Commission on 23.08.2012. 

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 23.10.2012 through Video Conference and thereafter the matter was heard in the Commission at Chandigarh.










               Cont…p-2

Appeal Case No.1143 of 2012
3. During the hearing on 15.11.2012 the appellant brought to the notice of the Commission that information regarding 24 properties of CMC was provided to him and there still remained information to be provided qua 68 other properties. Thereafter a letter dated 19.12.2012 has been received from the appellant mentioning that he has received some more information from APIO vide letter no. 427 dated 10.12.2012 and requested that PIO may be asked to make a categorical statement regarding availability of the record and that a show cause notice under Section 20 of the RTI Act may be issued to PIO concerned so that the responsibility for delay in providing information is fixed by the Commission. He also sought opportunity of being heard. On 27.02.2013 the appellant was heard. He stated that though the complete information has been received but he is not satisfied. Because the information has been provided after one year delay and that the information has earlier not been provided correctly. The PIO in his affidavit has admitted that the information was provided as reported by the then APIO Mr. Sanjeev Uppal which was incorrect and for this the PIO is liable to be penalized under the relevant provisions of the RTI Act. He further mentioned that he may be provided compensation for causing him harassment by the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. In response to reply to the show cause notice given by Sh. Amarjit Singh Sekhon, Joint Commissioner-cum-the then PIO, Zone-A, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, the 

  Cont…p-3

Appeal Case No.1143 of 2012
appellant made written submissions dated 25.06.2013 raising objections on the affidavit of the said PIO. He pointed out that the information sought for relates to the buildings which have been exempted from paying House-Tax or have applied for exemption form paying House-Tax to the Ludhiana Municipal Corporation at the time of providing information not 30 to 60 years back as claimed by the deponent. Zone-B had provided all the information related to its jurisdiction on 02.01.2012, Zone-D on 21.02.2012 and Zone-C on 28.02.2012. It is only the Zone-A, which has not provided all the demanded information despite repeated orders of Appellate Authority. Moreover Sh. Kamlesh Bansal himself has admitted that the information was provided as reported by the then APIO Mr. Sanjeev Uppal which was incorrect. He has further mentioned that the deponent has failed to justify the delay in providing information as well as clear the position regarding the incorrect (according to the version of Sh. Kamlesh Bansal, PIO) information vide letter no. 151/ZAD dated 16.02.2013 as supplied by Sh. Sanjeev Uppal the then APIO during the tenure of the deponent. In the end of his submissions, the appellant mentioned that if the Sh. Sanjeev Uppal the then APIO vide his letter no. 151/ZAD dated 16.02.2012 had supplied incorrect information, then Sh. Amarjeet Singh Sekhon deserves to be penalized and if information provided by Sh. Sanjeev Uppal the then APIO vide his letter no. 151/ZAD dated 16.02.2013 was correct, then Sh. Kamlesh 
    Cont…p-4

Appeal Case No.1143 of 2012
Bansal deserves to be penalized with exemplary punishment for filing false affidavit before the Commission to escape the duty to provide all the documents by the appellant in his RTI application and in these circumstances, the remaining information must be provided by the PIO to the appellant. During the hearing on 06.08.2013 Sh. Sardavinder Goyal ld. counsel on behalf of the appellant stated that though the complete information has been provided to the appellant but there is considerable delay in providing the information. He further mentioned that considering the reply to the SCN, additional written submissions and explanation tendered by the PIO, the respondent should be given strict warning to implement the Right To Information Act in its truer sense.
4. On 23.10.2012 the respondent stated during the video conference that the remaining information shall be provided before next date of hearing. On 15.11.2012, Sh. Jasdev Singh Sekhon, Superintendent cum-APIO o/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana submitted that the information regarding 24 properties has been provided and that the remaining information on 68 properties shall be provided before next date of hearing. During the hearing on 20.12.2012 the APIO stated before the Commission that information available on record has been provided to the appellant and that now no more information remained to be given. The Sh. Kamlesh Bansal Additional Commissioner-cum-PIO submitted his written reply in shape of affidavit qua show cause notice issued to him stating therein the brief facts of the case. Besides, he availed opportunity of personal hearing also and explained that the information provided 

            
   Cont…p-5

Appeal Case No.1143 of 2012
to the appellant earlier that 100 properties of CMC were exempted was not based on the facts because all these properties did not belong to CMC. He further mentioned that the departmental notice to Sh. Sanjeev Uppal and Sh. Jasdev Singh Sekhon the APIOs to show cause has been issued by the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana in this case. He also stated that there was no willful or intentional denial on his part in providing information to the appellant and requested that the show cause notice issued to him may please be withdrawn. A letter from the PIO Sh. Kamlesh Bansal received at diary no.7291 dated 28.03.2013 mentioned that he was posted as Zonal Commissioner Zone-A on 20.05.2012 and it is only after that the complete information to the satisfaction of the appellant has been provided. In the end, he prayed that no delay could be attributed on his part. Subsequently, show cause notice was issued to Sh. Amarjit Singh Sekhon, Joint Commissioner-cum-the then PIO, Zone-A, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana on 04.04.2013. In his reply dated 28.05.2013 the PIO stated that the appellant has sought unspecified information to be supplied in the form of creation, relating to the facts incorporated in the House Tax registers relating to the whole of the city of Ludhiana. He has  stated therein that the sought information contained the events of  more than 30 to 60 years .The PIO has further mentioned that keeping in view the public interest involved, the complete information by creation was supplied to the appellant vide official letter no. 45/PIORTI/ZB/D dated 12.11.2011, no.427 dated 10.12.2012, no. 286/ZC/P dated 14.12.2011. The appellant though remained 

               Cont…p-6

Appeal Case No.1143 of 2012
unsatisfied, yet could not disclose any specific deficiency in the supplied information. Thereafter, information running in to 121 pages was supplied against his signatures dated 13.02.2012 vide official letter no. 158/RTI/ZA-D free of cost. The PIO has also submitted in his reply that the above detailed information has been supplied to the appellant after minute study of official record as well as thorough inspection of the relevant sites, which were time consuming factors. The PIO has also expressed the regret and tendered unconditional apology to the Commission. In the end, the deponent has prayed that he is not responsible and also that there is no deliberate and intentional reason on his part to attribute the delay in supply of the information. In response to the objections dated 25.06.2013, the PIO filed written submissions dated 06.08.2013 clarifying that applicant has desired the information i.e. notice U/S 103 (D) of Punjab Municipal Corporation Act. alongwith objections submitted by owners of buildings and orders passed by general house of L.M.C. This information is more than 30 years old.  One copy of notice is attached herewith which pertains to the year 1966 i.e. more than 45 years old. It has further been stated by the PIO that the Christian Medical College moved an application dated 17.03.1966 that Government has acquired properties number 1985, 1988, 1996, 1998, 2001 ,2006, 2007 ,2009 ,2014, 2016 and 2018 from A.P. Mission and has transferred these properties to Christian Medical College and Hospital, Ludhiana. He explained that the information supplied to the appellant is based upon updating of the record. In the end, the PIO tendered unconditional apology to the Commission and requested that the show cause notice issued to him may be withdrawn.               








   Cont…p-7

Appeal Case No.1143 of 2012
5. After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file it is ascertained that though the complete information has been provided to the appellant by the PIO but the former has gone through ordeal in obtaining the same. Perusing the facts of the case it is found that the part of information sought pertained to the years 1966 and 1975 which took longer time to trace the information.  The information was scattered in different branches of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana which has multiple Public Information Officers dealing with specific Zones. Another factor was that a number of the properties have been acquired by the Government from A.P. mission and transferred to Christian Medical College and Brown Memorial Hospital, Ludhiana. It is ascertained after examining the documents that there was no malafide and intentional delay on part of PIO in providing the information to the appellant. The primary rue of the appellant that incorrect information has been provided to him has been taken care of by the departmental notice issued by the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana in this regard vide letter no. 371 dated 26.12.2012 to APIOs Sh. Sanjeev Uppal and Sh. Jasdev Singh Sekhon and the outcome shall reveal the truth. Such action by the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana shall have bearing and salutary effect on the officials dealing with the RTI Act. The reply to the show cause notice given by both the PIOs and explanation tendered by them during the personal hearing are found satisfactory. After considering the totality of the case, the show cause notice issued to 
               Cont…p-8
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the PIOs Sh. Kamlesh Bansal and Sh. A.S. Sekhon are hereby discharged. Notwithstanding, both the PIOs are hereby cautioned to be careful in future to ensure that the provisions of the Right to Information Act are implemented in letter and spirit. In view of aforementioned, the instant appeal case is closed and disposed of.   
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
 


Sd/- 

Chandigarh





        
        (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.08.2013


               
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1603 of 2013
Date of decision 06.08.2013 
Sh. Gurinder Singh Mehndi Ratta (Journalist)

R/o Mohalla Harnampura, 

Kotakpura, Distt. Faridkot.
 



……………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Faridkot.






   ………..……………Respondent
Present:
None present. 

ORDER
1. Vide his RTI application dated 22.11.2012 the information seeker has sought information for the period from 01.01.2008 to 31.12.2010 on 3 following issues:-

(i) The detail of ration received for all depots under Kotakpura center.

(ii) How much cheap rate ration was received from the Government, given to the depot holders and supplied to the consumers.  
(iii) If any depot has violated Rules while distributing ration, what action was taken against such depot and list thereof.

On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 22.04.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act.
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 03.06.2013 in the Commission.  
3.
The complainant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of his absence. The complainant has not attended the hearing of the Commission consecutively twice. 
Cont….p2

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1603 of 2013
During the hearing on 04.07.2013, the complainant was afforded last opportunity to follow up his case failing which it was to be presumed that he was satisfied with the information provided by the respondent. 
4.
None is present on behalf of the respondent at today’s hearing. During the hearing on 03.06.2013 information comprising of 600 pages was provided to the complainant by the PIO. 
5.
After going through the record available on file it is observed that on the RTI application dated 22.11.2012 the information was given to the information seeker. During the hearing on 03.06.2013 the information comprising of 600 pages was provided to the complainant. During the hearing on 04.07.2013 last opportunity was provided to the complainant to follow up his case failing which it was to be presumed that the information seeker was satisfied with the information provided by the PIO. The complainant has not attending the hearing consecutively twice thereby entailing that he is satisfied with the information. In view of above, the complaint case is closed and disposed of. 
6.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.08.2013.


                    
         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2031 of 2013
Date of decision 06.8.2013  

Sh. Naresh Garg,

R/o Bag Colony, 

Tappa Mandi,

Barnala.






……………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o SDM Tappa,

District-Sangrur.






…..……………Respondent
Present: 
None present.
ORDER

1.
Vide his RTI application dated 12.04.2013 the information seeker has sought information regarding Sale Deed number, names of buyers and sellers and name of official who registered the Sale Deeds in Tappa Teshil on 05.04.2013. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 04.06.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act.

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 16.07.2013 in the Commission.  
3.
The complainant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence. During the hearing on 16.07.2013 the complainant has sought two weeks time to make written submission in response to respondent’s reply.
Cont….p2
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4.
None on behalf of the respondent is present at today’s hearing. However a letter has been received at diary no. 18060 dated 05.08.2013 requesting that exemption may be given for attending the Court on account of visit of Hon’ble Chief Minister, Punjab.
5.
After going through the record available on file it is ascertained that the requisite information has first been provided vide letter no. 114/RC dated 09.05.2013 and again provided to the complainant vide letter no. 180/RC dated 05.07.2013. The reply submitted by the PIO indicates that no delay has been caused in providing the information to the complainant. The complaint filed by the information seeker is devoid of merit. In view of aforementioned, the instant case is closed and disposed of. 
6.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-  
Chandigarh





   

(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.08.2013.


                    
      State Information Commissioner 

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2060 of 2013 

Date of decision 06.08.2013

Sh. Tarsem Jindal (Neeli Chattri Wala)

S/o Sh. Kastoor Chand, R/o Kothi No. 306,

Aastha Enclave, Barnala, 

Tehsil & Distt. Barnala

PIN-148101, Mob-9855151985.



……………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

       Barnala.




  

 ………..……………Respondent
Present: 
None on behalf of the complainant. 
For the respondent:  Sh. Harinder Singh, Steno office of Tehsildar, Barnala.(9780007978)

ORDER
1.
Vide his RTI application dated 21.02.2013 the information seeker had sought information regarding Sale Deeds registered by Sh. Rajesh Sharma, Sub-Registrar, Barnala for the period from 01.09.2001 to 30.05.2002 lower than Collector rates with deficiency of stamp duty. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 05.06.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI act.  

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 16.07.2013 in the Commission.

3.
Sh. Tarsem Lal Jindal complainant in the instant case is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. However a letter has been received at diary no. 17496 dated 26.07.2013 intimating that he has received the information and that the instant complaint may be disposed.
Cont….p2
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4.
Sh. Harinder Singh, Steno office of Tehsildar, Barnala present on behalf of the PIO files reply to the Notice of the Commission vide letter no. 182/RTI, dated 02.08.2013 which is taken on record. He further states that the complainant has misled the Court by seeking the same information again. He brings to the notice of the Court that the same matter has already been disposed of by the Commission vide its order dated 30.05.2013 in CC No. 1130 of 2013. In the end, he requests that this complaint is not maintainable as it has already been disposed of.
5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it is ascertained that the complainant has sought the similar information in CC No. 1130 of 2013 which was disposed of on 30.05.2013 by the Commission. Under the circumstance no further action needs to be taken in this complaint case which is hereby dismissed. 
6.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.08.2013.


                    
      State Information Commissioner 

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2067 of 2013
Date of decision 06.08.2013 

Sh. Tarsem Jindal (Neeli Chattri Wala)

S/o Sh. Kastoor Chand, R/o Kothi No. 306,

Aastha Enclave, Barnala, 

Tehsil & Distt. Barnala

PIN-148101, Mob-9855151985.



……………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub-Registrar,

      Mandi -Gobingarh.



  
………..……………Respondent
Present: 
None on behalf of the complainant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Gurbachan Singh, RC office of Sub-Registrar,

Mandi -Gobindgarh.


ORDER
1.
Vide his RTI application dated 22.04.2013 the information seeker had sought information regarding 10% checking of Sale Deeds, for the period from 01.04.2012 to 31.03.2013 by Joint Sub-Registrar, Mandi Gobindgarh, report of which was to be sent to FCR, Punjab. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 05.06.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI act.  

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 16.07.2013 in the Commission.

3.
Sh. Tarsem Lal Jindal complainant in the instant case is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. However a letter has been received at diary no. 17113 dated 23.07.2013 intimating that he has received the letter from Naib Tehsildar, Mandi 
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Gobindgarh on 22.07.2013 indicating that the information may be sought from Deputy Commissioner, Fatehgarh Sahib and he has sought now the new information from Deputy Commissioner, Fatehgarh Sahib on 08.07.2013. In the end, he has requested that the complaint no.2067 may be disposed of.
4.
Sh. Gurbachan Singh, RC, office of Sub-Registrar, Mandi –Gobingarh files reply to the Notice of the Commission vide letter no. 225/RC, dated 02.08.2013 which is taken on record. He states that the requisite information has been provided to the information seeker by registered post vide letter no. 198/RC dated 11.07.2013. In the end, he requests that since the information has been provided to the complainant that the case may be disposed of. 
5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it is ascertained that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant by the PIO by registered post vide letter no. 198/RC, dated 11.07.2013. The complainant has received the information and requested by his letter dated 22.07.2013 that the case may be disposed of. In view of above, the instant complaint case is closed and disposed of. 

6.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.08.2013.


                    
      State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2069 of 2013

Date of decision 06.08.2013
Sh. Tarsem Jindal (Neeli Chattri Wala)

S/o Sh. Kastoor Chand, R/o Kothi No. 306,

Aastha Enclave, Barnala, 

Tehsil & Distt. Barnala

PIN-148101, Mob-9855151985.



……………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

       Barnala.



  


 ………..……………Respondent
Present: 
None on behalf of the complainant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Harinder Singh, Steno office of Tehsildar, Barnala.(9780007978)

ORDER
1.
Vide his RTI application dated 19.03.2013 the information seeker had sought information qua action taken on his application dated 07.08.2012. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 05.06.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI act.  

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 16.07.2013 in the Commission.

3.
The complainant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of his absence. However, in his earlier letter received in the Commission he has intimated that on account of begin 65 years he is unable to attend the hearing in the Commission.
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4.
Sh. Harinder Singh, Steno office of Tehsildar, Barnala present on behalf of the PIO files reply to the Notice of the Commission vide letter no. 1325/RTI dated 10.07.2013 which is taken on record. The respondent states that the inquiry regarding Sale Deeds no. 5973 dated 17.12.2010 is being conducted by Sub-Registrar, Barnala and the complainant has already been intimated about the status vide letter no. 19/EB dated 15.04.2013 by the PIO office of Deputy Commissioner, Barnala. He further states that the said inquiry is still under process. 
5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it is ascertained that the information has been sought by the complainant regarding action on his representation dated 07.08.2012. The RTI application was filed with the PIO on 19.03.2013 and the PIO has already intimated him vide letter dated 19/EB, dated 15.04.2013 that the inquiry qua Sale Deed no. 5973 dated 17.12.2010 is being conducted by the Sub-Registrar, Barnala. The said inquiry is stated to be still under process. No further action is required in this complaint case which is closed and disposed of.   
6.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.08.2013.


                    
      State Information Commissioner 

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2071 of 2013
Date of decision 06.08.2013 

Sh. Tarsem Jindal (Neeli Chattri Wala)

S/o Sh. Kastoor Chand, R/o Kothi No. 306,

Aastha Enclave, Barnala, 

Tehsil & Distt. Barnala

PIN-148101, Mob-9855151985.



……………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

       Barnala.



  


 ………..……………Respondent
Present: 
None on behalf of the complainant. 
For the respondent:  Sh. Harinder Singh, Steno office of Tehsildar, Barnala.(9780007978)

ORDER
1.
Vide his RTI application dated 14.03.2013 the information seeker had sought information about action taken on his application dated 11.02.2013, inquiry of which was marked to Assistant Commissioner(General), Barnala. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 05.06.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI act.  

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 16.07.2013 in the Commission.

3.
Sh. Tarsem Lal Jindal complainant in the instant case is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. However, a letter has been received at diary no. 17348 dated 25-07-2013 intimating that he has yet not received the information. He further mentions therein that on account of his age being 65 years he is unable to attend the hearing and that the PIO may be penalized for not providing the information within time limit under Section 20(1) of the RTI ACT.
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4.
Sh. Harinder Singh, Steno office of Tehsildar, Barnala present on behalf of the PIO files reply to the Notice of the Commission vide letter no. 1323/RTI dated 10.07.2013 which is taken on record. The respondent states that the inquiry against Sh. Ramesh Kumar Arora, Deed Writer is being conducted by Tehsildar, Barnala and the complainant has already been intimated about the status vide letter no. 125/R/740/RTI dated 05.04.2013 by the PIO office of Deputy Commissioner, Barnala. He further states that the said inquiry is still under process. 

5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it is ascertained that the information has been sought by the complainant regarding action on his representation dated 11.02.2013. The RTI application was filed with the PIO on 14.03.2013 and the PIO has already intimated him vide letter dated 125/R/740/RTI dated 05.04.2013 that the inquiry qua Sh. Ramesh Kumar Arora, Deed Writer is being conducted by Tehsildar, Barnala. The said inquiry is stated to be still under process. No further action is required in this complaint case which is closed and disposed of.   

6.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.08.2013.


                    
      State Information Commissioner
