STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rupinder Garg, Advocate,

Chamber No. 3, Civil Court Complex,

Phul Town-151104  






 … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Joint Secretary Revenue,


Room No. 3, 2nd floor,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Establishment Branch-2,

Sector 1, Chandigarh

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Secretary Revenue,

Room No. 3, 4th floor,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Establishment Branch-2,

Sector 1, Chandigarh



 
  …Respondents

AC- 152/13
Order

Present:
None for the parties.

In this case, 
vide RTI application dated 11.10.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Rupinder Garg had sought various information on seven points including creation of new Sub-Division, Maur and other related matters.


It is further the case of Sh. Garg that respondent, vide Memo. no. 22165 dated 30.10.2012 had declined the information under proviso to Section 8(i) of the RTI Act, 2005.


First appeal before respondent no. 2 had been filed on 30.10.2012 and the appellate authority, vide order dated 06.12.2012 had provided the information on points no. 2 to 7 while for information on point no. 1, it had been stated that no final decision for up-gradation of Maur Mandi as Sub-Division had been taken by the Council of Ministers.


The Second Appeal had been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 03.01.2013.


In the hearing dated 05.03.2013, the appellant was not present nor had any communication been received from him.   However, S/Sh. Anil Kumar, Supdt.; and Amrik Singh, Sr. Asstt., appearing on behalf of the respondents had submitted that the relevant file was with the office of Hon’ble Chief Minister since 11.10.2012 and all the information sought by the applicant-appellant was available in the said file.   They had further assured the Commission that as soon as the file was received back, the requisite information would be passed on to the appellant.   On the request of the respondents, the matter was posted to date i.e. 07.05.2013.

Today, neither the appellant nor any one on behalf of the respondents is present.


In the interest of justice, one more opportunity is afforded to the respondents to provide the applicant-appellant point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post according to the RTI application dated 11.10.2012 and to present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission on the next date fixed, along with a copy of the provided information, for perusal and records of the Commission. 


Appellant shall also intimate the Commission if he is satisfied with the information, when provided. 


Adjourned to 13.06.2013 at 2.00 PM.








   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 07.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98723-05234)

Sh. Karanvir Shetty Thamman

Ward No. 7,

Mohalla Imliwala,

Tehsil & Distt. Mohali.





 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Local Govt. Pb.

Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.






 
  …Respondent

CC- 1078/13
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. K.S. Thamman in person.


None for the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 29.12.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Thamman had sought the following information: -

1.
Copies of all correspondence entered / exchanged by it with reference to Local Govt. Memo. No. 2012/729-740 dated 07.05.2012 in connection with CWP No. 4886/2003;
2.
No. of Monitoring Committees set up by various Municipal Corporations / Councils, Nagar Panchayats / Improvement Trusts, Nagar Councils in the State of Punjab when directed to do so vide above said Memo. for removal, checking and stoppage of illegal encroachments;

3.
Action taken against the various Municipal Corporations / Councils, Nagar Panchayats / Improvement Trusts, Nagar Councils in the State of Punjab who failed to constitute such committees as in 3 above;
4.
It was directed that in case there is carelessness in enforcing the above directions, the Deputy Commission of the district concerned or Director, Local Govt. be intimated.  Have any Municipal Corporations / Councils, Nagar Panchayats / Improvement Trusts, Nagar Councils in the State of Punjab have communicated any such thing?  Copies thereof be provided.

5.
Total no. of complaints received for removal of illegal encroachments during the said period including the action taken thereon; 

6.
A copy of the Local Govt. Memo. No. 2012/729-740 dated 07.05.2012 in connection with CWP No. 4886/2003 and date of its deaptch to various stations in Punjab;

7.
Was any public notice issued for the information of general public?  If yes, the date and name of the newspaper be communicated.  Amount spent on such notice, copies of the bills; how were the payments thereof made?  Provide complete details. 


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 07.03.2013.


Complainant stated that no information has so far been provided to him by the respondent.


No one has come present on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received from him.


In the interest of justice, one more opportunity is afforded to the respondent to provide the applicant-complainant point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post according to the RTI application dated 29.12.2012 and to present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission on the next date fixed, along with a copy of the provided information, for perusal and records of the Commission. 


Complainant shall also intimate the Commission if he is satisfied with the information, when provided. 


Adjourned to 13.06.2013 at 2.00 PM.








   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 07.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98557-83747)

Sh. P.D. Bansal

No. 6, Civil Hospital,

Khanna-141401

(Distt. Ludhiana)






 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue,

Punjab,

Chandigarh.






 
  …Respondent

CC- 1095/13
Order

Present:
None for the parties.

Vide RTI application dated 23.01.2013 addressed to the Joint Secretary Revenue (R), Sh. P.D. Bansal sought a copy of the terms and conditions set by the Govt. of Punjab to be followed by a contractor to run the contract of parking (cycle, scooter, car parking) and canteen in the Court Complexes in Punjab.

Respondent, vide Memo. no. 3192 dated 12.02.2013 wrote to Sh. Bansal for deposit of a sum of Rs. 51/- towards additional document charges and subsequently provided the information spread over 12 pages vide Memo. no. 3865 dated 22.02.2013.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 08.03.2013 agitating the additional document charges demanded by the respondent. 


A written communication dated 02.05.2013 has been received from the complainant Sh. P.D. Bansal intimating the Commission that the requisite information has since been provided to him by the respondent on 16.04.2013 and has prayed for closure of the case.


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









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 07.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan,

No. 78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi,

Dhuri.







   
 … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chief Engineer,

P.W.D. (B&R),

Room No. 607, 6th floor,

Mini Secretariat, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Chief Engineer,

P.W.D. (B&R),

Room No. 607, 6th floor,

Mini Secretariat, Punjab,

Chandigarh.




 
            …Respondents

AC- 596/13
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. P.K. Rattan in person.


For the respondent: Ms. Jaswsinder Kaur, Supdt.-I-cum-PIO


Vide RTI application dated 05.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, annexing therewith a list of certain government officials, sought various information regarding ex-India leave sanctioned to them by their respective department.  


First appeal before the First Appellate Authority was filed on 23.1120123 whereas the present Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 06.03.2013.


Part of the information has been provided by the respondent to the appellant vide Memo. no. 2637 dated 02.05.2013.  Ms. Jaswsinder Kaur, Supdt.-I-cum-PIO assured the Commission that she will endeavour to provide the remainder information at the soonest possible.

Adjourned to 13.06.2013 at 2.00 PM.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 07.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan,

No. 78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi,

Dhuri.







   
 … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue,

Punjab,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue,

Punjab,

Chandigarh.




 
            …Respondents

AC- 598/13

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. P.K. Rattan in person.
For the respondents: - Ms. Suman Kanta, Sr. Asstt; Sh. Gurmeet Singh, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of respondents No. 1 and 2; S/Sh. Hardev Singh, Sr. Asstt. office of the Commissioner, Patiala Division, Patiala; Vikas Deep, Sadar Kanungo, Fatehgarh Sahib; Surinder Singh, Naib Sadar Kanungo, Moga; Surinder Pal Singh, Jr. Asstt.; and Ms. Sukhjit Kaur, Jr. Asstt.  Office of Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur; Ms. Yadvinder Kaur, Jr. Asstt. office of the Deputy Commissioner, Mohali. 


Vide RTI application dated 05.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, annexing therewith a list of certain government officials, sought various information regarding ex-India leave sanctioned to them by their respective department.  


First appeal before the First Appellate Authority was filed on 23.1120123 whereas the present Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 06.03.2013.


Information has been brought by the various respondents present which has been handed over to Sh. P.K. Rattan, the appellant.   Upon perusal thereof, Sh. Rattan expressed his satisfaction over the information received from the offices of Deputy Commissioner, Moga; and Fatehgarh Sahib.   He was also content with the information received from the office of Divisional Commissioner, Patiala.  


Discrepancies in other information provided today, have been communicated by the applicant-appellant to the respondents which are directed to be removed at the earliest. 


Adjourned to 13.06.2013 at 2.00 PM.








   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 07.05.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Madhu Khosla,

No. 94, Sector 3-B,

Mandi Gobindgarh,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.
  




 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh






 
  …Respondent

CC- 531/13
Order

Present:
Complainant Ms. Madhu Khosla in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Amarjit Singh, Steno-typist, LG-3 Branch.


In this case, vide application dated 16.10.2012 addressed to the respondent, Ms. Madhu Khosla had sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005 pertaining to Sh. Ajay Kanwar, SE:-


1.
Date of joining as AME;


2.
Date of promotion as ME;


3.
Date of promotion as SE;

4.
Has he been charge-sheeted any time during his service from 1985 till date?  If yes, please give the following information during the relevant period: -


(a)
Place of posting with designation;


(b)
Details of charges;


(c)
Outcome of the charge sheet;


(d)
Punishment awarded, if any;


(e)
Any appeal made against the order of punishment;



(f)
Outcome of the appeal.


The present complaint had been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 21.01.2013.


When the case came up for hearing on 13.03.2013, Ms. Madhu Khosla had submitted that no response had been received from the respondent.  In the interest of justice, affording another opportunity to the respondent, the case was adjourned to date i.e. April 18, 2013.


In the hearing dated 18.04.2013, Sh. Akhtar Hussain, appearing on behalf of the respondent, had provided a copy of Memo. no. 1003 dated 17.04.2013 to Ms. Madhu Khosla whereby, information on point no. 3 had been provided.    However, for the remaining information, it had been stated that the DCFA Branch had again been advised to make available the service book of the officer so that the relevant information could be provided to the applicant-complainant.   He had requested for some more time, which was granted.


Today the remainder information on point no. 1, 2 and 4 according to RTI application dated 16.10.2012 has also been provided by the respondents to the complainant.   Upon perusal thereof, the complainant expressed satisfaction over the same. 


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


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 07.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Madhu Khosla,

No. 94, Sector 3-B,

Mandi Gobindgarh,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.
  




 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh






 
  …Respondent

CC- 532/13
Order

Present:
Complainant Ms. Madhu Khosla in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Amarjit Singh, Steno-typist, LG-3 Branch.


Vide application dated 24.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, Ms. Madhu Khosla had sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005: -

1.
Copy of complete proposal for creation of post of Chief Engineer (Councils) including comments of all officers;

2.
Copy of draft notification published for calling objections;

3.
Copy of advice of LR;

4.
Copy of final gazette notification;

5.
Copy of rules framed for the said post;

6.
Copy of duties and powers of Chief Engineer (Councils)

7.
Copy of complete proposal sent for promotion of Sh. Ajay Kanwar as Chief Engineer, including comments of all officers;

8.
Copy of complete report of promotion review file including comments of all officers;

9.
Name of office from where Chief Engineer (Councils) is drawing his salary.


The present complaint has been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 21.01.2013.


In the hearing dated 13.03.2013, Ms. Madhu Khosla had submitted that information on point no. 8 of her application was still pending while rest of the information to her satisfaction stood provided.


On 18.04.2013, though Sh. Akhtar Hussain had put in appearance on behalf of the respondent, the relevant information had not been provided to the complainant.
Affording one last opportunity to the respondent-PIO to provide the complainant the remainder information within a fortnight, the case was adjourned to date.


Though the respondent present has tendered Memo. no. 1162 dated 03.05.2013 wherein it has asserted that the LG-3 Branch has not undertaken any review regarding matter pertaining to promotion to the posts of Chief Engineer, the complainant, vide letter of date, asserts that the review had been conducted by Sh. Suresh Kumar, PSLG on the orders of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court passed in CWP No. 21778 of 2011 in the case titled ‘Jaspal vs. State of Punjab’.  A copy of the letter submitted by the complainant has also been handed over to Sh. Amarjit Singh, present on behalf of the respondent.


As such, respondent PIO is directed to submit his clear response taking into consideration the written submissions of the applicant-complainant a copy whereof has been handed over to his representative in today’s hearing, failing which punitive provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 could be invoked against him, which should be noted carefully. 


On the next date fixed, respondent PIO is directed to be personally present before the Commission.


To come up on 28.05.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 07.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harjit Singh

No. 1935-II,

Urban Estate,

Patiala.
  






 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Patiala Development Authority,

Patiala.






 
  …Respondent

CC- 483/13
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Harjit Singh in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Raj Pal, Supdt.-APIO; and Vinod Kumar, clerk.


In the case in hand, vide application dated 31.07.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Harjit Singh had sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005: -

1.
Vide letter no. 1150 dated 29.05.2012 addressed to Sh. Raj Pal Zedka, owner, Kothi no. 1393-II you had called upon him to remove the encroachment from the land of PUDA within 7 days and to remove the gate.  This period ended on 06.06.2012; however, nothing has been done by the owner till date i.e. 31.07.2012.  Why no action has been taken so far?

2.
Vide letter no. 1126 dated 29.05.2012, it was informed that separate steps are being taken in respect of Para 3 and 4.   Please apprise me of the action taken. 

3.
Has PUDA given up its ownership over the land which is under unauthorised occupation of others?  If not, the action taken for removal of unauthorised occupation of others.


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 15.01.2013.


When the case came up for hearing on 14.03.2013, Sh. Mohan Pal, appearing on behalf of the respondent, had tendered copy of Memo. no. 5571 dated 13.03.2013 addressed to Sh. Harjit Singh said to be containing the requisite information.


Upon perusal of the same, Sh. Harjit Singh had submitted that information provided was incomplete apart from being unsatisfactory and did not answer all his queries.  Sh. Mohan Pal had however, stated that he was not aware of the facts of the case and that only the previous day, he had been advised to put in appearance before the Commission.  Sh. Dhian Singh, Administrative Officer who was stated to be was directed to ensure that point-wise complete information, duly attested was mailed to the complainant by registered post, free of cost and a copy of the relevant postal receipt presented before the Commission today. 


He was further directed to appear personally in today’s hearing, positively, failing which punitive and stringent provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 could be invoked against him.   He was also reminded that in terms of the notice issued by the Commission, no official below the rank of APIO was to be deputed for attending the hearing.


Sh. Harjit Singh, the complainant submitted that there has been no further development in the matter and the position regarding information remains unchanged.


Respondents present have not been able to clearly state their plea and it appeared they were not well familiar with the facts and circumstances of the case. 


It is observed that much delay has already been caused in providing the requisite information to the satisfaction of the complainant.   Therefore, the respondent PIO – Sh. Mohinder Singh, Estate Officer, Patiala Development Authority, Patiala is directed to appear before the Commission on the next date fixed along with all relevant records pertaining to the information sought by the applicant-complainant, for perusal of the Commission and to evaluate the requirement of the applicant for information.


Any further delay shall be at the peril of the respondent PIO, which should be noted carefully.


To come up on 18.06.2013 at 2.00 PM.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 07.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harjit Singh

No. 1935-II,

Urban Estate,

Patiala.
  






 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Patiala Development Authority,

Patiala.






 
  …Respondent

CC- 484/13
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Harjit Singh in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Raj Pal, Supdt.-APIO; and Vinod Kumar, clerk.


In the present case, vide application dated 02.11.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Harjit Singh had sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005 with reference to letter no. 4762 dated 20.09.2012: -

1.
When the entire correspondence is being done with respect to plot no. 1393 and 1440, how has the mention of plot no. 1393 to 1404 has crept in, in your above letter?

2.
Vide letter no. 3568 dated 27.08.2012, the ramp was to be dismantled / removed.  Why no action has been taken even after lapse of two months?  Has any fee been deposited by the allottees?  If yes, proof of such deposit be provided. 


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 15.01.2013.


When the case came up for hearing on 14.03.2013, Sh. Mohan Pal, appearing on behalf of the respondent, had tendered copy of Memo. no. 5566 dated 13.03.2013 addressed to Sh. Harjit Singh said to be containing the requisite information.


Upon perusal of the same, Sh. Harjit Singh had submitted that information provided was incomplete apart from being unsatisfactory and did not answer all his queries.  Sh. Mohan Pal had however, stated that he was not aware of the facts of the case and that only the previous day, he had been advised to put in appearance before the Commission.  Sh. Dhian Singh, Administrative Officer who was stated to be was directed to ensure that point-wise complete information, duly attested was mailed to the complainant by registered post, free of cost and a copy of the relevant postal receipt presented before the Commission today. 


He was further directed to appear personally in today’s hearing, positively, failing which punitive and stringent provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 could be invoked against him.   He was also reminded that in terms of the notice issued by the Commission, no official below the rank of APIO was to be deputed for attending the hearing.


Sh. Harjit Singh, the complainant submitted that there has been no further development in the matter and the position regarding information remains unchanged.


Respondents present seek more time to do the needful, which, as a special case, is granted.    Respondent PIO shall endeavour to remove the encroachment reported by the applicant-complainant and present before the Commission photographs of the site before and after removal of such encroachment. 


Any further delay shall be at the peril of the respondent PIO, which should be noted carefully.


To come up on 18.06.2013 at 2.00 PM.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 07.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Prem Parkash Bhardwaj,

No. 244-C, New Mata Gujri Enclave,

Mundi Kharar,

Tehsil Kharar,

Distt. Mohali





   

 …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer,

PWD (B&R),

Provincial Division,

Sangrur 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Superintending Engineer,

PWD (B&R)

Sangrur.





       …Respondents

AC - 187/13
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Prem Parkash in person.


None for the respondent.


In the case in hand, vide application dated 03.08.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Prem Parkash sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005 pertaining to Quarter No. 18A, Ranbir Club allotted to Sh. Subhash Chander son of Sh. Rameshwar Dass, JE, by the Chairman, House Allotment Committee-cum-Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur vide endst. No. 4545-49 dated 05.05.2011: -


1.
Copies of the rent rolls being sent to this office;

2.
Has any intimation been given to your department by the official while taking possession of the above government house?  If yes, provide a copy thereof;

3.
If any intimation, as per Para 2 above was given, what was the designated stated by the official and what was his entitlement as per the said same?

4.
From 05.05.2011, how much amount has been spent on this house for maintenance and upkeep i.e. new doors, painting, sanitary / electrical fittings, repairs etc. 


Respondent, vide Memo no. 5131 dated 31.08.2012 had provided the information. 


First appeal before First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2 had been filed on 01.11.2012 while the Second Appeal had been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 11.01.2013.


When the case came up for hearing on 14.03.2013, Sh. Prem Parkash had submitted that no information had been provided to him. 


No one had put in appearance on behalf of the respondents nor had any communication been received from them.   Affording another opportunity to the respondent PIO to provide Sh. Prem Parkash point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, by registered post, free of cost, within a month’s time, under intimation to the Commission, the matter was posted to date.


While Sh. Prem Parkash maintained that the requisite information has not been provided to him by the respondents so far, no one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondents today again.


In the interest of justice, one last opportunity is afforded to the respondent PIO to provide the applicant-appellant point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post according to the RTI application dated 03.08.2012 and to present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission on the next date fixed, along with a copy of the provided information, for perusal and records of the Commission. 


Appellant shall also intimate the Commission if he is satisfied with the information, when provided. 


Adjourned to 13.06.2013 at 2.00 PM.








    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 07.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarsem Jindal,

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala.
  






 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar,

Rampura Phul

Distt. Bathinda.





 
  …Respondent

CC- 460/13
Order

Present:
None for the parties.

Vide application dated 10.12.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Tarsem Jindal had sought the details of the sale deeds which were examined by Sh. Jaswant Rai, Tehsildar and the deficiencies noted therein, with reference to Memo. No. 5/104/12/1/(16) 1031-16 dated 31.08.2012 a copy whereof had also been annexed with the application. 


The present complaint had been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 14.01.2013.


In the hearing dated 13.03.2013, Sh. Rakesh Kumar, appearing from the office of Tehsildar, Bathinda had submitted that in fact, the application of the applicant had been transferred to their office by the office of Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda in terms of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.   He had further submitted that upon perusal of the records, it had come to light that the matter was concerning the office of Tehsildar, Rampura Phul, Distt. Bathinda and hence only he could provide the present information.


In view of the statement made by Sh. Rakesh Kumar, the PIO, office of Tehsildar, Rampura Phul was impleaded as respondent in place of the Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda; and was directed to appear before the Commission on the next date fixed and provide the requisite information to Sh. Jindal as per his application dated 10.12.2012, as noted hereinabove.  In the alternative, a copy RTI application of the applicant could be had from the office of Tehsildar, Bathinda.


Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present nor has any communication from either of the two been received.


In the interest of justice, one last opportunity is afforded to the respondent PIO to provide the applicant-appellant point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post according to the RTI application dated 10.12.2012 and to present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission on the next date fixed, along with a copy of the provided information, for perusal and records of the Commission. 


Appellant shall also intimate the Commission if he is satisfied with the information, when provided. 


Adjourned to 18.06.2013 at 2.00 PM.








   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 07.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Kusum w/o Sh. Kewal Kumar,

House No.  2602, 
Urban Estate Phase II,

Patiala.







 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar,

Budhlada (Mansa)






 …Respondent

CC- 116/13
Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Kewal Kumar


For the respondent: Sh. Rupinder Bal, Tehsildar. 


In this case, vide application dated 29.10.2012, Ms. Kusam had sought to know from the office of Deputy Commissioner, Mansa if any enquiry was conducted and case registered against the guilty persons, pursuant to her application dated 23.07.2012 regarding execution of sale deeds by Sh. Darshan Kumar son of Sh. Mouli Ram, after the execution of sale deed no. 1414 dated 08.06.1994 regarding Khasra No. 314 of Boha 1st and 288 & 289 of Boha 2nd.    She had further sought the present status of her application dated 23.07.2012.


The application of the applicant had been transferred by the PIO, office of Deputy Commissioner, Mansa to the Tehsildar, Budhlada vide Memo. No. 3056 dated 07.11.2012, in terms of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


Tehsildar, Budhlada, vide Memo. no. 539 dated 23.11.2012 had provided the information as received from the office Kanungo, office of Tehsildar, Budhlada.


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 18.12.2012.


When the case came up for hearing on 05.02.2013, it transpired that though the status of the complaint made by the applicant-complainant on 23.07.2012 had been communicated by the respondent, vide Memo. No. 96 dated 04.02.2013, a copy whereof had also been placed on record, the complainant lamented that he had not been specifically apprised if any enquiry had been got conducted on his complaint and the outcome of the same.   Respondent-PIO was directed accordingly.

In the hearing dated 21.03.2013, Sh. Rupinder Bal, Tehsildar, had come present and presented a letter no. 177 dated 19.03.2013 addressed to the applicant-complainant, annexing therewith a copy of letter no. 158 dated 13.03.2013 addressed by the Sub Divisional Magistrate, Budhlada to the Deputy Commissioner, Mansa.  Perusal of the communication indicated that the matter involving a number of complaints including the one dated 23.07.2012 submitted by the complainant, had been investigated / enquired into by the SDM, Budhlada and his report had been made available to the complainant. 


Sh. Kewal Kumar, present on behalf of the complainant, had agitated that even the document provided to him not deal with the core issue of his query in the RTI application viz-a-viz the enquiry, if any, got conducted pursuant to application / complaint dated 23.07.2012 regarding execution of sale deeds by Sh. Darshan Kumar son of Sh. Mouli Ram, after the execution of sale deed no. 1414 dated 08.06.1994 regarding Khasra No. 314 of Boha 1st and 288 & 289 of Boha 2nd and the outcome of such an enquiry. 


The contention of the complainant had substance and needed to be looked into and replied suitably.   As such, the Deputy Commissioner, Mansa whom the complaint in question made by the present applicant-complainant on 23.07.2012, was addressed, was directed to get a fresh and specific enquiry conducted into the complaint dated 23.07.2012 submitted by Ms. Kusum, in accordance with law; and to make a copy of the relevant report available to the applicant-complainant, preferably within a month’s time, under intimation to the Commission.   


Sh. Rupinder Pal, Tehsildar, Budhlada submitted that the matter is pending adjudication before the Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Budhlada and is now fixed for 10.05.2013 and as such, requested for an adjournment, which is granted with the consent of the representative of the complainant.


On the request of the complainant, now to come up for hearing on 09.07.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  07.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94633-10058)

Sh. Jagdish Bansal

s/o Sh. Prithi Chand,

Ward No. 21, Khokhar Road,

Mansa.







 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mansa.






 
  …Respondent
CC- 1279/13
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Jagdish Bansal in person.


None for the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 17.03.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Jagdish Bansal sought the following information for the period 1986 to 2011: -

1.
No. of groups formed under Dwarka Scheme in the blocks of Budhlada, Bhikhi, Mansa, Sardulgarh and Jhuneer;
2.
The amount being received by various groups, village-wise under Dwarka Scheme; 

3.
Schemes under which the groups under Dwarka scheme have been formed;

4.
Copies of the resolutions submitted by the groups while opening bank accounts, copies of bank account statements, copies of bills respecting materials purchased; 

5.
No. of loan cases pertaining to handicapped beneficiaries approved in the five blocks of the district.  


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 22.03.2013.


While Sh. Jagdish Bansal maintained that the requisite information has not been provided to him by the respondents so far, no one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondents.


In the interest of justice, one more opportunity is afforded to the respondent PIO to provide the applicant-complainant point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post according to the RTI application dated 17.03.2012 and to present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission on the next date fixed, along with a copy of the provided information, for perusal and records of the Commission. 


Complainant shall intimate the Commission if he is satisfied with the information, when provided. 


Adjourned to 18.06.2013 at 2.00 PM.

Copies of order be sent to the parties.

 







  Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  07.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
