STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Gurlal Singh

s/o Sh. Swaran Singh,

Village Mastgarh,

Distt. Tarn Taran.







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o ADGP (PAP)-cum-Sports Officer,

P.A.P.

Jalandhar.








…Respondent

CC 1571/13
Order
Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: S/Sh. Bachittar Singh, DSP; and Jaspal Singh, ASI


Vide RTI  application dated 29.01.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Gurlal Singh sought lists of recruitment for constable under sportsmen quota (wrestling) with sports trail record under the Chairmanship of different Committees, headed by: - 

1.
Sh. Parampal Singh, DIG;


2.
Sh. Sahota Sahib, IG;


3.
Sh. Rajan Gupta, ADGP.


Respondent, vide Memo. no. 3096 dated 21.02.2013 declined the information in terms of Section 24(4) of the RTI Act, 2005.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 17.04.2013.


Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received from him.


S/Sh. Bachittar Singh, DSP; and Jaspal Singh, ASI, appearing on behalf of the respondent, reiterated the stand taken in their communication dated 21.02.2013.


The plea of exclusion of PAP from the purview of the RTI Act, 2005, so far as information pertaining to recruitment process is concerned, is not accepted.   As such, respondent PIO is directed to provide the complainant point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, per registered post within a period of 50 days (as requested by the respondent), and on the next date, present a copy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission for its perusal and records.


Adjourned to 06.08.2013 at 2.00 PM. 










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 13.06.2013




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sarwan Singh,

No. 1473, Sector 61,

Chandigarh.








…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Joint Secretary Admn.

Financial Commissioner’s Secretariat, Punjab,

Chandigarh.








…Respondent

CC 1604/13
Order
Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Nirmal Singh; and Bhupinder Singh, Sr. Asstt.


Vide RTI application dated 08.03.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Sarwan Singh sought information on five points pertaining to the posts of Under Secretary and Deputy Secretary.


Respondent, vide Memo. No. 4978 dated 12.03.2013 informed the applicant that the main files were under consideration and the information would be provided subsequently.  


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 23.04.2013.

 
Respondent, vide Memo. No. 9103 dated 24.05.2013 provided the relevant information to the applicant-complainant.


Respondent has also made written submissions dated 03.06.2013 in response to the notice of hearing issued by the Commission.


Respondent presented a copy of the written acknowledgment dated 24.05.2013 obtained from the applicant-complainant regarding receipt of complete satisfactory information.


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










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 13.06.2013




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ranjit Singh

s/o Sh. Jaspal Singh,

Village Rasulpur Saidan,

Near Phatak No. 16/DMW,

Patiala-147001







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab,

Punjab Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.








…Respondent

CC 1605/13
Order
Present:
None for the parties.

Vide RTI application dated 08.03.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Ranjit Singh sought the following information pertaining to his application dated 25.01.2013: - 
1.
Attested copies of the comments sought and received from Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala; 

2.
An attested copy of the comments sent by Municipal Engineer, Patiala vide letter no. 694/CE dated 16.01.2013 and a copy of the office  noting / action taken thereof.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 17.04.2013.


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


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, per registered post within a period of one month; and on the next date, present a copy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission for its perusal and records.


Adjourned to 25.07.2013 at 2.00 PM. 










   Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 13.06.2013




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: S/Sh. Nirmal Singh, Supdt. And Rakesh Mann

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


First appeal before the First Appellate Authority was filed on 23.11.2012 whereas the present Second Appeal had been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 06.03.2013.


In the hearing dated 07.05.2013, part information had been provided by the respondent to the appellant vide Memo. no. 2637 dated 02.05.2013.  Ms. Jaswinder Kaur, Supdt.-I-cum-PIO assured the Commission that she will endeavour to provide the remainder information at the soonest possible.


S/Sh. Nirmal Singh, Supdt. And Rakesh Mann, appearing on behalf of the respondent, provided the appellant part information.   Upon perusal thereof, Sh. Rattan stated that now, information with respect to JEs is pending.


Respondents are afforded another opportunity to provide the appellant the remainder information, within a month’s time, under intimation to the Commission.    Respondent PIO Ms. Jaswinder Kaur, Supdt. shall ensure the compliance of the directions of the Commission. 


Adjourned to 30.07.2013 at 2.00 PM.









  Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 13.06.2013




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: - S/Sh. Balwinder Singh, Jr. Asst. office of Deputy Commissioner, Barnala; and Rajinder Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Badhaur (Distt. Barnala)

Vide RTI application dated 05.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, annexing therewith a list of certain government officials, Sh. Rattan had 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 had been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 06.03.2013.


When the case came up for hearing on 07.05.2013, information had been brought by the various respondents which had been handed over to Sh. P.K. Rattan, the appellant.   Upon perusal thereof, Sh. Rattan had 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 had been communicated by the applicant-appellant to the respondents which were directed to be removed at the earliest. 


Respondents present have provided part information to the appellant, who, upon perusal thereof, stated that now information with respect to Barnala is also complete. 


For the remainder information, respondent PIO is afforded another opportunity to provide the appellant the remainder information, within a month’s time, under intimation to the Commission.    


Adjourned to 30.07.2013 at 2.00 PM.










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 13.06.2013




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98729-11937)

Sh. Bhushan Pal

s/o Sh. Amrit Lal,

Near Bus Stand,

Opp. Dr. Grover,

Rampura Phul,

Distt. Bathinda





                … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Rampura Phul

(Distt. Bathinda)






      …Respondent

CC- 1075/13

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Salim Mohammad, SO; and Swaran Singh, Jr. Asstt. 

Vide RTI application dated 08.05.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Bhushan Pal had sought to know the up to date action taken on his letter dated 27.02.2012 received under diary no. 16573 seeking demolition of a shop declared unsafe by the Municipal Council, Rampura Phul, vide letter no. 1347 dated 22.08.2008.


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


In the hearing dated 02.05.2013, it was recorded that though vide Memo. No. 408 dated 16.04.2013, the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Rampura Phul had written to the Additional Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda recommending demolition of the shop in question, the fact remained that the shop was in possession of S/Sh. Rakesh Kumar and Subhash Chand, through R.K. Electronic and unless the same was vacated and possession handed over back to the applicants, the same could not be demolished.


In the circumstances, the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Rampura Phul was substituted as respondent PIO in place of the present respondent – PIO, office of the Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda, who was directed to appear before the Commission today and apprise it of the steps being taken by it in the matter.

In compliance with the directions of the Commission, S/Sh. Salim Mohammad, SO; and Swaran Singh, Jr. Asstt. have put in appearance.   They made a written statement that the dispute with respect to the shop in question, between the landlord and the tenant, is pending before the Civil Court.    They have submitted a document in support of their contention, which is taken on record.   They further stated that since the matter is subjudice, they are not in a position to take any steps in the matter. 


The plea of the respondents has substance and is accepted.


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










   Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 13.06.2013




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94172-87581)

Dr. K.K. Jindal,

Ward No. 14, Kothi No. 59,

Advocate Street,

Near Bhagat Singh Chowk,

Nangal Colony,

Mansa-151505.






 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar,

Mansa.






 
  …Respondent

CC- 1202/13
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. K.K. Jindal in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Darshan Kumar, Tehsildar. 


Vide RTI application dated 23.01.2013 addressed to the PIO, office of the Deputy Commissioner, Mansa, Dr. Jindal had sought the following information pertaining to land located from Bus Stand to Railway Crossing (towards Bazar): -

1.
Size-wise details of the sale deeds registered from 01.04.2004 to 31.12.2012; 

2.
Details of year-wise No. of sale deeds impounded during the above said period; 

3.
Details of sale deeds registered, other than impounded, which were not according to the prevalent Collector-rate;

4.
Details of stamp duty payable and actually paid regarding above. 


The application of Dr. Jindal was transferred to the Tehsildar, Mansa vide Memo. No. 300 dated 25.01.2013 under section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


In the hearing dated 02.05.2013, while Dr. Jindal had stated that the requisite information had not been provided to him by the respondent, Sh. Ashok Kumar, present on behalf of the respondent, had tendered copy of Memo. no. 252-53 dated 20.02.2013 whereby the requisite information was stated to have been provided to the applicant-complainant.   Apart therefrom, written submissions from the Tehsildar, Mansa had also been placed on record.   Also a letter bearing no. 648 dated 30.04.2013 had been submitted by Sh. Ashok Kumar wherein the Tehsildar, Mansa had intimated that he had been named as the Asstt. Returning Officer for the Zila Parishad and Panchayat elections in Mansa Block and hence, he had authorised Sh. Ahok Kumar, Jr. Asstt. to put in appearance on his behalf. 


Sh. Jindal however, expressed his dissatisfaction.   Since Sh. Ashok Kumar was not conversant with the facts of the case, Tehsildar, Mansa was directed to appear personally today. 


Today, both the parties mutually agreed that the complainant shall visit the office of respondent from 18.06.2013 onwards to assist the respondent PIO in compiling the requisite information.   The respondent PIO, on his part, assured all possible cooperation to the complainant during his visit to the office.


Adjourned to 25.07.2013 at 2.00 PM.










   Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 13.06.2013




State Information Commissioner
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 appellant.


For the respondent: Sh. Amrik Singh, Sr. Asstt. 


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.

On 07.05.2013, neither the appellant nor any one on behalf of the respondents was present.


In the interest of justice, one more opportunity was 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 today, along with a copy of the provided information, for its perusal and records. 


Appellant was advised to intimate the Commission if he was satisfied with the information, when provided. 


Appellant Sh. Rupinder Garg had appeared in the office a couple of days back to request exemption from appearance in today’s hearing as he had to go out of the town. 


Sh. Amrik Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondents, sought some more time to provide the appellant the requisite information, which is granted. 


Adjourned to 25.07.2013 at 2.00 PM.






               Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 13.06.2013




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:
None for the parties. 


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 had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 07.03.2013.


On 07.05.2013, complainant had stated that no information had so far been provided to him by the respondent.


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


In the interest of justice, one more opportunity was 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 today along with a copy of the provided information, for its perusal and records. 


Complainant was advised to intimate the Commission if he was satisfied with the information, when provided. 


Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.  No communication whatsoever has been received from the complainant.   It appears the applicant-complainant is no longer interested in pursual of the case. 


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










   Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 13.06.2013




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.


On 07.05.2013, while Sh. Prem Parkash maintained that the requisite information had not been provided to him by the respondents, no one had put in appearance on behalf of the respondents.   The matter was posted to date i.e. June 13, 2013.

Today again, no one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent. 


In the interest of justice, one more 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 today along with a copy of the provided information, for its perusal and records, failing which further proceedings including initiation of disciplinary proceedings could be taken against the respondent PIO which should be noted carefully.


Adjourned to 30.07.2013 at 2.00 PM.










   Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 13.06.2013




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal Market,

Mission Road,

Pathankot.






          … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub-Divisional Officer,

Provincial Sub-Division No. 4,

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

Rajpura Colony, Patiala.




 
  …Respondent

CC- 955/13

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Jaswinder Singh Virk, SDO


Vide RTI application dated 03.01.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Yogesh Mahajan had sought the following information by means of attested copies, regarding works undertaken / carried out in the Sub-division for the period 01.01.2012 till date of information: -

1.
Work order book issued by the department and certificate that the total work order book number-wise issued and that no work order book is pending;

2.
Work order book.


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 26.02.2013.  

 
In the hearing dated 02.05.2013, Sh. Jaswinder Singh Virk, SDO, appearing on behalf of the respondent, had tendered written submissions citing various grounds on which the information had been sought to be declined to Sh. Mahajan.    The same were taken on record.


Since the complainant was not present, respondent was directed to send him one copy of these written submissions to him by registered post, within a week’s time and present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission today for its perusal and records. 


Complainant was also advised to let the Commission have his comments on the submissions made by the respondent; whereafter further proceedings in the matter would be conducted accordingly.

Today, Sh. Jaswinder Singh Virk, appearing on behalf of the respondent, reiterated his earlier stand. 


Again, the complainant is not present.  However, a written request has been received from him for transfer of the case to another Bench of the Commission.   In the recent past also, such requests from the complainant had been referred to the Registry which were declined and the cases were sent back to this Bench.   It appears the complainant is not serious about pursual of the case.


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










   Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 13.06.2013




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal Market,

Mission Road,

Pathankot.






          … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub-Divisional Officer,

Provincial Sub-Division No. 1,

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

Rajpura Colony, Patiala.




 
  …Respondent

CC- 956/13

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Darshan Singh, SDO


Vide RTI application dated 03.01.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Yogesh Mahajan had sought the following information by means of attested copies, regarding works undertaken / carried out in the Sub-division for the period 01.01.2012 till date of information: -

1.
Work order book issued by the department and certificate that the total work order book number-wise issued and that no work order book is pending;

2.
Work order book.


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 26.02.2013.  Copy of letter no. 612 dated 14.02.2013 from the respondent is present on the file. 


Sh. Darshan Singh, SDO, appearing on behalf of the respondent, had tendered written submissions citing various grounds on which the information had been sought to be declined to Sh. Mahajan.    The same were taken on record.


Since the complainant was not present, respondent was directed to send him one copy of these written submissions to him by registered post, within a week’s time and present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission today for its perusal and records. 


Complainant was also advised to let the Commission have his comments on the submissions made by the respondent; whereafter further proceedings in the matter would be conducted accordingly.

Sh. Darshan Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered a copy of the postal receipt dated 03.05.2013 whereby a copy of the written submissions made in the earlier hearing had been mailed to the complainant.   The same is taken on record.


The complainant, instead of submitting his comments thereon, has preferred to state that the information has not so far been provided to him.


One last opportunity is afforded to Sh. Mahajan to state his response to the written submissions of the respondent a copy whereof has been sent to him by registered post on 03.05.2013.


Adjourned to 30.07.2013 at 2.00 PM.










   Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 13.06.2013




State Information Commissioner
