         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Nazar Singh, S/o

Shri Juginder Singh, Vill:

Gobindgarh, PO: Jugiana,

District: Ludhiana.      




                Complainant

Vs.   
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Rural Development &

Panchayats, Vikas Bhawan,

Sector-62, Ajitgarh.                                                               Respondent

Complaint Case No.305 of 2014

Present:  Complainant in person.

                Shri Inderjit Singh, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of  PIO/respondent.

ORDER:


Shri   Nazar Singh , complainant vide an RTI application dated   8.9.13             addressed to   DRDP, Ajitgarh, Mohali ,sought certain information on his letter dated 21.6.13, 8.7.13,  and 10.3.13  and also sought copy of letter vide which village Gobindgarh was in Block  LDH-I, has been shifted in  LDH Block II.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 15.1.14.

           Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

            During hearing of this case today, the complainant stated that he has already received information on Point no. 1 and 2 and only information on Point no. 3 is  left to be provided.   At this, Shri Inderjit Singh, Sr. Asstt. appearing on behalf of  Mrs. Kamlesh Kumari,  respondent – PIO cum Under Secretary, Rural Dev.  & Panchayats, stated that as per office record the complaint in question  on Point  no. 3 has not been received  in  their Branch.   Shri Nazar Singh, complainant has handed over a copy of the complaint to the representative of the PIO  in the Commission today. 


PIO cum Under Secretary Rural Development & Panchayats is directed to send response on point no. 3 to the complainant, immediately


  Adjourned  to  18.2.2014, at 11.00 A.M.for further hearing.

Chandigarh.






(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 11. 2.2014


   
   State Information Commissioner. 
                            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Nazar Singh, S/o

Shri Juginder Singh, Vill:

Gobindgarh, PO: Jugiana,

District: Ludhiana.                                                   


Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Rural Development &

Panchayats, Vikas Bhawan,

Sector-62, Ajitgarh.                                                                            Respondent

Complaint Case No.306 of 2014

Present:  
Shri Nazar Singh, complainant in person.



Shri Inderjit Singh, Sr. Asstt., Sh. Budh Singh, Sr. Asstt. & 



Mrs. Pushpa Rani, Sr. Astt. o/o DRDP Mohali for the respondent PIO.
ORDER:


Shri   Nazar Singh , complainant vide an RTI application dated  9.12.13              addressed to  DRDP, Ajitgarh (Mohali)  ,sought   Action Taken Report  on the complaint dated 25.11.13 made by Shri Harjinder Singh s/o Nazar Singh, village Gobindgarh, PO  Jagiar, Distt.  Ludhiana-1 against Shri Ranjit Singh BDPO and Jaswinder Singh, AE.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on  15.1.14  and on finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter under Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

              During hearing of this case today, Shri Inderjit Singh, Sr. Asstt. appearing on behalf of the  Respondent PIO cum Under Secretary Rural Development & Panchayats, stated that the requisite information has already been provided to the complainant vide letter  no. 6/167/13-4 RDE 1/1501, dated 11.2.14.    He also hands over one set  of the provided information to the Commission for its perusal and record.   It is observed that the provided information is as per  provisions of the RTI Act.    The Complaint  therefore stands  disposed of,  accordingly.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 11. 2.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Disa Singh, S/o

Shri Balvir Skingh. R/o

VPO: Sandik, Distt. Faridkot.            




Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Block Development & Panchayats 

Officer,Faridkot.                                                                         Respondent

Complaint Case No.308 of 2014

Present:
Shri Disa Singh, complainant in person.



Shri Baljit singh, Panchayat Secretary, Vill. Sadik(Faridkot) and 



Shri Chhatarpal singh, BDPO, Faridkot, for the respondent;

ORDER:


Shri  Disa Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated   30.8.13             addressed to BDPO, Faridkot sought  photocopies of the record i.e. Stock Register, Resolution  Register,  receipts of  expenditure etc. maintained  nu the Gram Panchayat, Sadik w.e.f. 1.1.2013  to 31.5.13.   

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on  15.1.14/20.12.13.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

            During the hearing of this case today,  Sh. Chhattarpal Singh, BDPO,  Faridkot    stated that yesterday Shri Baljit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, village Sadik,  Distt.  Faridkot was sent to deliver  the requisite  information to the complainant.  However, he refused to accept the same.   AS the complainant was present in the Commission today, one set of information containing  67 pages was handed over to him in the Commission itself.   Also one set of the provided information to the complainant has been given to the Commission for its perusal and record.    As the complete information stands provided, the case is disposed of accordingly.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 11. 2.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harkrishan Lal, S/o

Sh. Bakhshi Ram, Vill:

Kamre Wala, PO: Jalalabad,

District: Faridkot.                           




Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Rural Development &

Panchayats, Vikas Bhawan,

Sector-62, Ajitgarh.

                                                                                                                     Respondent

Complaint Case No.310 of 2014

Present:  None for the complainant.

                Shri Gumit Singh, Supdt.  Rural Dev .7 Panchayats, Pb. Mohali for the 

      respondent.  
ORDER:


Shri  Harkrishan Lal , complainant vide an RTI application dated   4.10.13              addressed to   DRDP, Ajitgarh ,sought  photocopies  of  suspension and reinstatement of Shri Nirmal Singh, Sr.  Asstt.  (Accounts).

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 15.1.2014.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

             During the hearing of this case today,  Shri  Gurmit Singh, Sr. Asstt.  stated that the requisite information has already been sent to the complainant  vide letter no. 18/07/2014/RDE4/488, dated  6.2.14 under the registered cover.   He also hands over one set of provided information to the Commission for its perusal and record.   A perusal of the provided information reveals that the same is in accordance with the RTI Application dated  4.10.13 made by the complainant.   Since the requisite information already stands supplied through the registered cover, no cause of action is left to be taken.   The case is disposed of accordingly.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 11. 2.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Satwinder Singh Aujla, S/o

Sh.Jagatjit Singh Aujla, Vill:

Khothran, Block Banga, 

Distt. S.B.S.Nagar.                  




      Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Block Development &

Panchayat Officer, Banga,                                                          Respondent

Distt. S.B.S.Nagar.    
Complaint Case No.316  of 2014
Present:
Shri Satwinder Singh, complainant, in person
Shri Pritpal Singh, PIO cum Panchayat Secretary Gram Panchayat Khothra, Tehsil Banga, Distt. Nawanshahr. 
ORDER:


Shri Satwinder Singh Aujla   complainant vide an RTI application dated  8.10.2013 addressed to the B.D.P.O. Banga, Distt. Nawanshahr, sought 4 points information pertaining to the Khasra No. 97 Gair Mumkin Ponds of Village Khothran, Tehsil Banga, Distt. S.B.S.Nagar.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 17.1.2014.

Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid., notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


During the hearing of  this case, today, Shri Pritpal Singh, PIO cum Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Khothran, Tehsil Banga hands over one set of  4 points information  to the complainant in the Commission itself. He also delivers one set of provided information to the Commission for its perusal and record.

After pursuing the provided information Shri Satwinder Singh Aujla, applicant – complainant stated that he is satisfied with the information on Point No. 1 to 3. However, the information sought by him on point no. 4 is incomplete and incorrect. 
At this juncture, it is relevant to invite the attention of the applicant- complainant Shri Satwinder Singh Aujla, to the judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India pronounced on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011 [arising out of SLP (C) No. 32768-32769/2010], in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint  under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information.   As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission in  a complaint case under the provisions of Section18 of the RTI Act, 2005, no directions for providing further information can be given by the Commission. 

Further since there is an alternate and efficacious remedy of filing first appeal available to the complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 which he has not availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order, therefore, since  complainant has grouse about the provided information on point no. 4, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO cum Panchayat Secretary Gram Panchayats Khothran before the designated First Appellate Authority namely Block Development & Panchayats Officer, Banga, Distt. Nawanshahr, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, by passing a speaking order after giving opportunity of hearing to all concerned.

 If, however, even then the applicant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., he will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3 ) of the RTI Act 2005.

With these directions,   the case is ordered to be closed and disposed of. 

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 11. 2.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

 (www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Jasvir Singh, S/o

Sh. Gurdial Singh, R/o

Mohalla Ashram Kali Kambli

Wala, D.C.Road, Hoshiarpur.   




Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Block Development &

Panchayat Officer, Hoshiarpur-2                                                   Respondent

Complaint Case No.321 of 2014
Present:
Shri Jasvir Singh, complainanat in person;


Shri Ramjit Dass, Panchayat Secretary, Vill Haripur for the respondent.

ORDER:


Shri   Jasvir Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated   16.8.2013               addressed to  Sarpanch Gram Panchayat Vill. Haripur, Distt. Hoshiarpur, sought  attested  copy of application of Shri Gurdial Singh and copy of  decision taken on it by the Gram Panchayat.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 17.1.2014.

Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid., notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


During the hearing of this case, Shri Ramji Dass, Panchayat Secretary, Vill. Haripur, delivers the requisite information to the applicant – complainant in the commission  itself. Complainant after its perusal expressed satisfaction.

Now, since the complete information stands supplied, the case is disposed of / closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 11. 2.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Navjot Kaur 

d/o Shri Gurdeep Singh,

Golden Avenue, Mehar Chand Road,

Gurdaspur.-143521                                                                         Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

     O/o The Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab

     Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34-A,

     Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority, 

     The Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

     Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34-A,

    Chandigarh.                                                                                 Respondent                                                     

AC No. 119 of 2014
Present:
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Adarsh Kumar, PIO cum Superintendent, Shri Jatinder Dhawan and Shri Rajinder Singh, Senior Assistant  for the respondent.
ORDER:

       Ms Navjot Kaur, appellant vide an RTI application dated 23.09.2013, addressed to PIO,O/o Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh, sought certain information pertaining to the selection of 5 Food Inspectors, namely, Gauri Juneja, Bikkar Singh, Tarun Bansal, Mandeep Kaur and Divya Goswami.

            Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 28.10.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 27.12.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties. 

During the last date of hearing  on 21.1.2014, it was noted that though the respondent cum Superintendent, Establishment-7 Branch, O/o DHS Punjab had sent certain information to the appellant, but on perusal of the same, it was found to be incorrect and incomplete. Therefore, information demanded by the appellant had been explained to the respondent/PIO in the Commission and the PIO cum Superintendent, Establishment-7 Branch, was, therefore, directed to send correct, complete and pointwise duly attested information to the appellant under registered cover within a period of 4 days from that day with a copy of the same to the Commission for its record and the case was adjourned to today for further hearing.

During hearing  of this case today, Shri Adarsh Kumar, PIO cum Supdt. Health-7 Branch states that the point-wise requisite information have been sent to the appellant by letter No. 181-82 dated 23.1.2014 under registered cover. 

The perusal of the case file further reveals that a set of provided information has also been received in the Commission on 24.1.2014. It is noted  that the requisite information sent to the appellant is as per the RTI application dated 23.9.2013. 

Since the information in this case stands supplied to the appellant, as per record,  the case is disposed of/closed.
Chandigarh.






          (B.C.Thakur)
Dated: 11.02.2014




  State Information Commissioner

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

      SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Singh,

s/o Shri Dalip Singh,

r/o H.No. B-28-666/3 A, (Old 657),

Street No. 19, Punjab Mata Nagar,

Ludhiana-141013.                                                                  Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.                                                                          Respondent                                                     

                                                      CC No. 24   of 2014
Present: 

Shri Manjit Singh complainant in person;
Shri Ranjit Singh, APIO cum SDO, M.C. Ludhiana for the respondent PIO. 
 ORDER:


Shri  Manjit Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated  1.10.2013, addressed to the PIO cum Assistant Commissioner, Zone -D, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana sought following  information on four points regarding Plot No. B-28 666, Street. No. 19, Punjab Mata Nagar, Pakhowal Road, Ludhiana :

1. Name of the Owner of this plot.

2. Proof of Allotment of No. of the Property 500 Sq. Yards in the Municipal Corporation Record.

3. Record of Allotment of Water Supply and Sewerage Connection with Plan of this property.

4. Is there any rules in the Corporation to construct Jhugis & Quarters (16/17) in 500 Yr. About 100 Parwasi Mazdoors.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 17.12.2013


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 21.1.2014

On the last date of hearing i.e. 21.1.2014, Shri Manjit Singh, applicant – complainant had stated that he  had received the requisite information of the complaint  vide letter No.   353/ RTI/520/D, dated 14.10.2013. However no information had been provided to him relating to another application dated 28.10.2013 filed by him. 
It was observed  that  APIO O&M Zone D, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana vide letter No. 390-RTI-527 D dated 21.11.2013 had  informed complainant that the demanded information could not be supplied being third party.
 

Therefore after hearing complainant and pursuing the RTI application, PIO cum Executive Engineer, O&M Cell, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana was directed to attend the Commission on the next fixed date, with written submissions,  action taken report and complete records, pertaining to the information demanded by the complainant by filing another application The case was adjourned to today , for further proceedings.

During the hearing of this case today, Shri Ranjit Singh APIO cum  SDO ( O & M), Cell, stated that the requisite information have already been supplied to the complainant vide letter no. 2056/ATP-D/RTI-D, dated 29.10.2013. The complainant also informed the Commission that he has now received the requisite information and is satisfied.

Since the information stands supplied no more action is left to be taken. As such the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 11.02.2014


   
           State Information Commissioner    
   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mangal Singh,

s/o shri Sewa Singh,

296 S.J.S. Avenue,

Ajnala Road, Amritsar.                                                                       Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

o/o Sub Divisional Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation, Punjab,

Amritsar Circle, 

Near Waryam Singh Hospital,

Amritsar.                                                                                                       Respondent

                                                          CC No. 17  of 2014
Present:

None for the complainant.

Shri Balkar Singh SDE,  Div No. 3, WS&S circle Amritsar, for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:

Shri  Mangal Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated   28.10.2013, addressed to  the Superintendent Engineer, Water Supply and Sanitation , Amritsar Circle, Amritsar ,sought Action taken report  on S.D.E. No. 1 Letter 791 of 20.9.2013.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 17.12.2013.

Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing through Video Conferencing facility available through NIC was issued to both the parties for 22.1.2014.

During the hearing of this case it was observed that no information had been provided to the applicant/complainant. Shri Balkar Singh SDE,  Div No. 3, WS&S circle Amritsar, appearing for   the respondent PIO, states that he had joined his duties two days back, as such could not provide the information. He further requested for an adjournment of weeks time for providing the information. 


It was also observed that despite  the fact that the RTI application was filed way back on 28.8.2013, no information had been provided by the PIO cum Executive Engineer, Div. No. 3, Water Supply and Sanitation Circle Amritsar. It was further noted that PIO cum Executive Engineer, Water Supply & Sanitation did  not bother to provide information.

As, this lackadaisical approach on the part of  Shri Narinder Singh  PIO cum Executive Engineer, Div. No. 3, Water Supply and Sanitation Circle Amritsar, in providing the information to the complainant,  was against the very spirit of RTI Act, 2005, a show cause notice was  issued to Shri Narinder Singh  PIO cum Executive Engineer, Div. No. 3, Water Supply and Sanitation Circle Amritsar to explain in writing as to why the  provisions of section 20 (1)  of RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for willful  delaying and denying the information as demanded vide   RTI application dated 28.10.2013 filed by complainant. It was also made clear that  failing to file written submissions further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings would be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

In addition to the written reply, Shri Narinder Singh  PIO cum Executive Engineer, Div. No. 3, Water Supply and Sanitation Circle Amritsar was also given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next fixed date. He was informed to take note that in case he did not file his written reply and did not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it would be presumed that he had nothing to say and the Commission would proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 
Shri  Narinder Singh  PIO cum Executive Engineer, Div. No. 3, Water Supply and Sanitation Circle Amritsar, was  further directed to be personally present on the next fixed date alongwith written submissions, action taken report,  complete records pertaining to the RTI information sought by the complainant Shri Mangal Singh and the  case was adjourned to 11.2.2014, for further proceedings.
During hearing of this case, Shri Balkar Singh,  SDE, stated that Shri  Narinder Singh  PIO cum Executive Engineer, Div. No. 3, Water Supply and Sanitation Circle Amritsar could not attend the Commission today because of Hon’ble Chief Minister’s visit. He also hands over letter No.2027, dated 10.2.2014, addressed by the XEN to the Commission in this regard. He further stated that requisite information have been received by the complainant personally on 10.2.2014 and is satisfied.

It is further noted that as per facts narrated by Shri Balkar Singh SDE ,  no intentional or  willful delay is found on the part of Shri Narinder Singh PIO cum Executive Engineer, Div. No. 3, Water Supply and Sanitation Circle Amritsar,  in providing the information to the complainant. As such, show cause notice issued to him is dropped.
Also as the complete information stands supplied to the complainant, the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.






    (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 11.02.2014




   State Information Commissioner. 

                               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
      SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raj Singh, s/o Shri Isher Singh

r/o Toderwal, P.O. Babarour,

Tehsil Nabha, Distt. Patiala-147201                                                        Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Lehal Division Irrigation Deptt.,

Punjab, Patiala.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Executive Engineer,

Lehal Division Irrigation Deptt.,

Punjab, Patiala                                                                                        Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.  85  of 2014

Present:
 Shri Raj Singh appellant in person. 
 Shri Rejinder Singh, SDE Lehal Div. &   Shri Mahish Tandon, Telephone   Clerk on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:

        Shri Raj Singh, appellant vide an RTI application dated 18.7.2013,            addressed to the PIO-cum-Executive Engineer, Lehal Division, I.B. Patiala, sought certain information on 12 points pertaining to the Rajwaha Head which was made pucca from Mohalgwara to Palashor during the year 2012-13. 

2.         Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the appellant filed first appeal to the First Appellate Authority-cum-SE, Canal Department I.B.Circle, Patiala under provisions of section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 on 21.10.2013 and subsequently, approached the Commission in Second Appeal on 23.12.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 21.1.2014.
3.
 
On the last date of hearing, it was noted that an additional fee amounting to Rs.300/- was demanded by the PIO-cum-XEN Lehal Division, Patiala vide letter No.8985, dated 14.08.2013 which was duly deposited by the appellant. Appellant had informed that the respondent had given him 95 pages incomplete information and remaining 55 pages information had not been supplied to him so far. However, the representative appearing for the respondent stated that complete information running into 158 pages had been sent to the appellant vide letter No.196-97, dated 3.1.2014 under registered cover.

4.     As such, appellant was directed to file his observations/pointing out deficiencies to the respondent/PIO-cum-XEN Lehal Division, IB Patiala within a period of 7 days and respondent was directed to  send to him remaining information if any within another 7 days, without fail. 

5.           Shri Amrit Lal Goel, PIO-cum-XEN, Canal Lehal Division, Patiala was further directed to be present on the next fixed date with one set of duly attested provided information and the appellant was also directed to pursue his case personally or through his representative on the next fixed date   failing which it would be presumed that he had nothing to say and ex-parte proceedings would be taken. The case was adjourned to 11.02.2014 for further proceedings.
6.

During the  hearing of this case, Shri Tejinder Singh, SDE stated that Shri Amrit  Lal Goyal, PIO cum- XEN, Canal Lehal Division, Patiala could not attend the Commission today due to the programme of  inauguration  ceremony of  projects under the Division by the Hon’ble Deputy Chief Minister, Punjab. He further stated that the  requisite information on all 9 points have already been supplied to the applicant. He also hands over a letter dated 10.2.2014 under the signatures of XEN , seeking an adjournment to another date.

7. However, Shri Raj Singh, appellant stated that the information on point

no. 5, 8 & 9 is not as per the RTI application dated 18.7.2013, filed by him. 

8.

Respondent PIO cum XEN  is therefore directed to make available remaining information to the appellant and case is adjourned to tomorrow, for further hearing. Shri Tejinder Singh, SDE has been directed to inform Shri Amril Lal Goyal PIO cum XEN Canal,  Lehal Division, to attend the  commission, personally, tomorrow with one set of point wise attested information provided to the appellant.


To come up on 12.2.2014 at 11.00 AM.
Chandigarh.






          (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 11.02.2014


   
              State Information Commissioner
