STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. H.S. Hundal,

No. 3402, Sector 71,

Mohali.


  





       … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District & Sessions Judge,

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o District & Sessions Judge,

Patiala.




 

 
 …Respondents
AC- 1627/12

Order

Present:
None for the Appellant.

For the respondents: Sh. Jarnail Singh, Supdt.-PIO.


In this case, vide RTI application dated 13.08.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Hundal had sought information on six points pertaining to a complaint dated 13.07.2012 made by him for not supplying the judgment dated 12.07.2012 the same day in case FIR No. 68 dated 05.09.2002 PS Vigilance Bureau, Patiala, decided on 12.07.2012 in which conviction orders were passed by the Hon’ble Special Judge, Patiala Sh. K.C. Gupta. 


It is further the case of Sh. Hundal that he had had filed first appeal before the first Appellate Authority on 18.09.2012 while the Second appeal had been preferred with the Commission, received in its office on 07.11.2012.


In the hearing dated 26.12.2012, Sh. Baljinder Sharma, Reader, appearing on behalf of the respondent, had submitted that the requisite information had already been provided to the appellant.   However, the representative of the appellant was not aware of the fact.   Respondent had been directed to mail another set of the relevant information, duly attested, to the appellant, free of cost, within a week’s time and on the next date, to file an affidavit stating that no further information except the one provided, was available in their records which could be made available to the appellant as per his application dated 13.08.2012.


In the hearing dated 30.01.2013, Sh. Hundal had stated that he had made a representation on 04.11.2012 and the action taken thereon by the respondent had not been communicated to him, which was ordered accordingly. 


In the earlier hearing dated 28.02.2013, neither the appellant nor the respondent was present. 


In the hearing dated 17.04.2013, 
during the proceedings, it transpired that a copy of the application dated 12.07.2012 submitted by the accused for supply of certified copy of order of conviction had not been provided to the appellant.   It had further been asserted by the appellant that photocopy of the register maintained by the steno containing particulars of delivery of order dated 16.07.2012 acknowledged by the accused had also not been provided to him so far. 


Sh. Bhalinder Sharma, appearing on behalf of the respondents, had assured the Commission that an attested copy of the relevant page of the register maintained by the steno containing particulars of delivery of order dated 16.07.2012 acknowledged by the accused would be sent to the appellant by registered post within a couple of days.  He, however, had stated that no application dated 12.07.2012 was available in their records whereby a copy of the order of conviction had been sought by the accused.   He had further brought to the notice of the Commission that this record was maintained by the steno in a register.  As such, Sh. Anil Garg, Steno to the Additional District and Sessions Judge, Patiala was directed to appear before the Commission today along with the original relevant register as noted hereinabove. 


S/Sh. Gopal Krishan, Supdt. I; Bhalinder Sharma, Reader; and Anil Garg, Steno, O/o Hon’ble Special Judge, Patiala Sh. K.C. Gupta were also directed to appear personally and bring along the original court file of the particular case wherein order of conviction had been passed on 12.07.2012.


On 16.05.2013, Sh. Bhalinder Sharma, appearing on behalf of the respondents, submitted that a copy of the order had not been received in their office and as such, neither Sh. Gopal Krishan, Supdt.-I nor Sh. Anil Garg, Steno had been deputed by the office to attend the hearing.   He further informed the Commission that Sh. Gopal Krishan, Supdt.-I had since been transferred and Sh. Jarnail Singh, Supdt. had taken over in his place. 


Taking into account that the RTI application had been submitted as early as 13.08.2012 and the complete information was yet far from provided despite lapse of over nine months, the PIO – Sh. Jarnail Singh, Superintendent, office of District & Sessions Judge, Patiala was issued a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.


On 09.07.2013, written response to the show cause notice in the form of an affidavit had been tendered by the PIO Sh. Jarnail Singh, which was taken on record.   However, the original register maintained by the steno containing particulars of delivery of order dated 16.07.2012 acknowledged by the accused had not been presented.


One last opportunity is granted to the respondents to present before the Commission the original case file in question along with the original register maintained by the steno containing particulars of delivery of order dated 16.07.2012 acknowledged by the accused, on the next date fixed, failing which punitive provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 could be invoked which should be noted carefully. 


A copy of the order was directed to be sent to the District and Sessions Judge, Patiala to facilitate presentation of the original file and the register, as noted hereinabove.


In the hearing dated 18.07.2013, it had been observed that the directions of the Commission had duly been complied with by the respondents and that complete information according to RTI application dated 13.08.2012 stood provided by the respondents to Sh. Hundal.


It was however, noted that action taken on the representation submitted by Sh. Hundal on 04.11.2012, had still not been provided to him by the respondent for which one more opportunity was afforded.

Sh. Jarnail Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondents, submitted that now even the remainder information has been provided to the appellant per endorsement no. 4615-A dated 27.07.2013 a copy whereof has also been placed on record.   However, Sh. Hundal, in his communication dated 22.08.2013, while seeking an adjournment, states otherwise. 


As such, adjourned to 30.10.2013 at 2.00 PM to have the viewpoint of the appellant. 










   Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 22.08.2013




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Darshan Lal

s/o Sh. Prabh Dayal,

House No. 1847, Sector 6,

Bahadurgarh,

Distt. Jhajjar (Har)  







 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab,

Punjab Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.







 
  …Respondent
CC- 1703/13
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Darshan Lal in person.


None for the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 19.11.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Darshan Lal sought attested copies of the documents towards the following information: -

1.
Action taken on the letter no. 1749 dated 13.07.2012 issued by the Improvement Trust, Bathinda regarding allotment of excess area of 73.65 Sq. yards adjacent to plot no. 166 under the 25.57 acre Scheme;

2.
Detailed particulars of the excess area allotted to various allottees including their names, area allotted and rate thereof;

3.
When is the area of 73.65 Sq. yard likely to be allotted and at what rate?

 
It is further the case of Sh. Darshan Lal that he sent a reminder on 05.01.2013 as well. 


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 02.05.2013.


A communication bearing no. 65430/2 dated 21.06.2013 addressed to the applicant-complainant has been received from the respondent whereby the requisite information is stated to have been provided to him.    However, no one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent. 


Sh. Darshan Lal stated that the information provided is not to his satisfaction.  He further informed the Commission that the said letter had been delivered to him only on 29.07.2013.


In the interest of justice, another opportunity is afforded to the respondent-PIO to appear before the Commission and explain the matter to the satisfaction of the complainant.


Adjourned to 30.10.2013 at 2.00 PM.










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 22.08.2013




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Iqbal Singh,

Village Rasoolpur,

Tehsil Jagraon,

Distt. Ludhiana-142026



   


      …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary, 

Local Govt. Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, 

Sector 9, 

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary, 

Local Govt. Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, 

Sector 9, 

Chandigarh.






          …Respondents

AC - 1043/13

Order

Present:
For the appellant: Sh. Sarabjit Singh.
For the respondents: S/Sh. Baljinder Singh, Supdt. and Amarjit Singh, Steno-typist. 

Vide RTI application dated 11.01.2013, Sh. Iqbal Singh sought the action taken report  in respect of resolution no. 177 dated 01.02.2010 passed by the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Jagraon.


Copy of Memo. No. 5529 dated 13.02.2013 has been received from the office of Director Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh addressed to the Superintendent, LG-3 Branch, office of Secretary Local Govt. Punjab transferring the application of the applicant under section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


First appeal before the First Appellate Authority was filed on 16.03.2013.  The Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 30.04.2013.


S/Sh. Baljinder Singh, Supdt. and Amarjit Singh, Steno-typist, appearing on behalf of the respondents, stated that they had brought the information to the Commission, which was handed over to the appellant and a  copy thereof, vide endorsement no. 87392/2 dated 22.08.2013 has been placed on record.


Sh. Sarabjit Singh, present on behalf of the appellant, sought time to study the same, which was granted.


Adjourned to 01.10.2013 at 2.00 PM.









  Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 22.08.2013




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Balvir Singh Sidhu,

H. No. J-67/100, B.R.S. Nagar,

Ludhiana-141012  







 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chief Engineer IP

PWD (B&R)

Sector 34,

Chandigarh.







 
  …Respondent

CC- 1711/13
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Inderjit Singh Dhanoa, SDO 


Vide RTI application dated 26.02.2013 addressed to the PIO, office of Chief Secretary, Punjab, Sh. Balvir Singh Sidhu sought the following information: -


1.
A list of the toll plazas set up by the Punjab Govt.;


2.
Distance between the toll plazas installed including their location;

3.
Copies of agreements entered into by the State Govt. with the Companies running the toll plazas;

4.
Copies of the tenders submitted by various Companies for the purpose; 

5.
A list of the persons exempted by the State of Punjab from payment of toll tax at the toll plazas;

 
Application of the applicant was transferred to the Secretary, Govt. of Punjab, Public Works Department (B&R), vide Memo. No. 3120 dated 14.03.2013 in terms of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 who further transferred the same to the present respondent, vide Memo. No. 35345/2 dated 21.05.2013.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 02.05.2013.


Copy of Memo. No. 6651 dated 02.05.2013 addressed to the applicant-complainant along with enclosures, has been received from the respondent whereby the point-wise information is stated to have been provided.  


Also, an undated response to the notice of hearing has been received from the respondent, which is taken on record. 


Sh. Inderjit Singh Dhanoa, appearing on behalf of the respondent, stated that point-wise complete information to the applicant-appellant has been provided vide letter no. 6651 dated 02.05.2013 a copy whereof has also been placed on record.    He further stated that they have offered the applicant to carry out an inspection of the relevant records by visiting the office during office hours on any working day and to identify the documents copies whereof are required by him, which will be made available to him according to the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005, according to his RTI application. 


Since the complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received from him, he is afforded an opportunity to intimate the Commission if he is satisfied with the response received. 


Respondent shall, on the next date fixed, submit proof of despatch of the above noted communication to the applicant-complainant, for perusal and records of the Commission. 


Adjourned to 17.10.2013 at 2.00 PM.










   Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 22.08.2013




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kaplesh Sharma,

Kothi No. 687, Ward No. 19,

Gali No. 3-A,

Rulia Ram Colony,

Gurdaspur-143521  






 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chief Engineer 

PWD, Irrigation Branch, Punjab,

Head Office,

Sector 18, 

Chandigarh-160018





 
  …Respondent
CC- 1737/13

Order

Present:
Complainant Kaplesh Sharma in person.


None for the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 27.02.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Kaplesh Sharma sought information on five points pertaining to retirement benefits released to Smt. Shashi Bala, Jr. Asstt. Retd. (30.06.2012) from the office of UBDC (Madhopur Division) Gurdaspur.


It is further the case of Sh. Sharma that he sent a reminder dated 04.04.2013 also. 


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 03.05.2013.


A communication bearing no. 1764 dated 11.06.2013 has been received from the respondent, annexing therewith copy of Memo. No. 1609 dated 30.05.2013 sent by registered post, whereby the relevant information is said to have been provided to him. 


Vide communication dated 05.06.2013, Sh. Sharma has assailed the information being incomplete and not as per the records.


A communication bearing no. 1980-82/8 dated 26.06.2013 addressed to the applicant-complainant by the Executive Engineer, Madhopur Division, U.B.D.C. Gurdaspur has been received whereby the point-wise information is stated to have been provided.    Sh. Kaplesh Sharma, however, stated information on point no. 1 and 5 of his application is to his satisfaction while effectively, no information on point no. 2, 3 and 4 has been provided.

No one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent-PIO.   In the interest of justice, another opportunity is afforded to him to provide the remainder information to the applicant, under intimation to the Commission.  


Adjourned to 23.10.2013 at 2.00 PM.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 22.08.2013




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kewal Kumar Gupta,

H. No. 2602, Urban Estate,

Phase II,

Patiala.
  







 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar,

Budhlada

(Distt. Mansa)






 
  …Respondent

CC- 1753/13
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Kewal Kumar Gupta in person.


None for the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 22.03.2013 addressed to the Deputy Commissioner, Mansa, Sh. Kewal Kumar Goyal sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005: -

“On the application dated 23.07.2012 moved by Kusam wife of Kewal Kumar before worthy Deputy Commissioner, Mansa, an enquiry was conducted by SDM, Budhlada.  During enquiry, statements of the applicant were recorded on 03.12.2012 and 17.12.2012.    Kindly supply attested copies of the statements of the applicant dated 03.12.2012, 17.12.2012, application of Kusam dated 23.07.2012, statements of other witnesses recorded during enquiry, enquiry report of SDM, Budhlada and the final order passed by the Deputy Commissioner, Budhlada.”


The request of the applicant was transferred by the Deputy Commissioner, Mansa to the Tehsildar, Budhlada vide endorsement no. 976 dated 04.04.2013.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 07.05.2013.


Sh. Gupta, the complainant, while referring to his written submissions dated 01.07.2013, informed the Commission that vide Memo. no. 176/RTI dated 26.06.2013, Tehsildar, Budhlada has provided him incomplete information.   He has further stated that the following information is still pending: -


(i)
Statement of the applicant / complainant dated 17.12.2012;

(ii)
Statements of other witnesses recorded during enquiry by the SDM, Budhlada;

(iii)
Enquiry report of SDM, Budhlada; and

(iv)
Final order passed by the Deputy Commissioner, Mansa, on the enquiry report of SDM, Budhlada.


No one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent-PIO.   In the interest of justice, another opportunity is afforded to him to provide the remainder information to the applicant, under intimation to the Commission.  

Adjourned to 30.10.2013 at 2.00 PM.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 22.08.2013




State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

The Deputy Commissioner,

Mansa.

To ensure due compliance of the orders of the Commission.










   Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 22.08.2013




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.





   


 …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Construction Sub-Division,

PWD (B&R)

Nabha (Distt. Patiala)

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Superintending Engineer,

PWD (B&R)

Circle No. 2,

Patiala.






       …Respondents

AC - 1040/13

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.


For respondent No. 1: Sh. Rakesh Ranchan, SDO.


None for respondent no. 2.

Vide RTI application dated 08.01.2013 addressed to respondent No. 1, Sh. Yogesh Mahajan sought attested copies of the following regarding grants received / utilized in its office from 01.04.2012 till the date of information: -

1.
Financial / comparative statements approved by the competent authority for the works by e-tendering undertaken / carried out;

2.
Financial statements approved by the competent authority for the tender works undertaken / carried out;

3.
Tender Register of the Division;

4.
List of work order book number issued to the S.D.E. in the Division.


First appeal before the First Appellate Authority was filed on 14.03.2013.  The Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 30.04.2013.


Sh. Rakesh Ranchan, appearing on behalf of the respondents, stated that he has brought the information to the Commission for onward transmission to the applicant-appellant.   Since Sh. Mahajan is not present, respondent is directed to send the same to him by registered post and present a copy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission on the next date fixed, for its perusal and records. 


Adjourned to 30.10.2013 at 2.00 PM.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 22.08.2013




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.





   


 …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub-Divisional Officer,

Provincial Sub-Division,

PWD (B&R)

Anandpur Sahib (Distt. Ropar)

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Construction Division,

PWD (B&R)

Ropar.






       …Respondents

AC - 1067/13

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.


For respondent No. 1: Sh. Devinder Kumar, SDO



None for respondent no. 2.


Vide RTI application dated 02.01.2013 addressed to respondent No. 1, Sh. Yogesh Mahajan sought attested copies of the following regarding works undertaken / carried out in the Sub-Division from 01.01.2012 till the date of information: -

1.
Work order book issued by the department along with a certificate about number-wise work order book issued and that no order book is pending in the office; 

2.
Work order book.


First appeal before the First Appellate Authority was filed on 26.02.2013.  The Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 06.05.2013.


Vide communication no. 435 dated 18.06.2013, exemption from appearance has been prayed for by the respondents due to assignment of duties for the coming Gram Panchayat elections. 


Sh. Devinder Kumar, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted copy of letter no. 485 dated 16.07.2013 addressed to Sh. Yogesh Mahajan whereby the requisite information has been provided to him.  Written acknowledgement dated 23.07.2013 from Sh. Mahajan appears on it.


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










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 22.08.2013




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Surinder Bhanot,

Office Royal Associates,

Sangam Palace Market,

College Road,

Pathankot-145001




   


 …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Construction Division No. 1,

PWD (B&R)

Ludhiana.
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Superintending Engineer,

Construction Circle,

PWD (B&R)

Ludhiana.






       …Respondents
AC - 1056/13
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.
For the respondents: S/Sh. Peeyush Aggarwal, SDO; and Mishra Singh, Supdt.


Vide RTI application dated 29.11.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Bhanot sought the following information: -

1.
Photocopies of cash book from 01.10.2011 to 31.03.2012 in respect of payments made;

2.
List of works as per work orders with dates, from 01.10.2011 to 31.03.2012 along with names of contractors and cost of each work respectively undertaken by your office and a list of payments made to them; 

3.
List of works as per agreement from 01.10.2011 to 31.03.2012 along with names of contractors and cost of each work respectively undertaken by your office and a list of payments made to them; 


Respondent, vide Memo. No. 2740 dated 09.01.2013 called upon the applicant to visit the office on 21.01.2013, inspect the records, identify the documents required and obtain the statement on payment of requisite fee.


First appeal before the First Appellate Authority was filed on 05.03.2013.  The Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 30.04.2013.

 
S/Sh. Peeyush Aggarwal, SDO; and Mishra Singh, Supdt. appearing on behalf of the respondents, stated that the relevant information has since been provided to the applicant-appellant vide letter no. 333 dated 06.05.2013 a copy whereof has also been placed on record. 


Since the applicant-appellant is not present today, he is afforded an opportunity to intimate the Commission if he is satisfied with the response received. 


Adjourned to 30.10.2013 at 2.00 PM.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 22.08.2013




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sandy Randhawa,

SCO 88, 

District Shopping Centre,

Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar.


 



             
…Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation, 

Amritsar.


2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Municipal Corporation,


Amritsar.
 


                                

…Respondents

AC No. 1794/12

Order

Present:
None for the Appellant.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Sanjeev Devgun, Building Inspector, assisted by S.K. Sharma, Advocate.

Vide application dated 12.07.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Sandy Randhawa had sought various information on six points concerning under-constructions buildings in the city, under the RTI Act, 2005.


Respondent, vide Memo. no. 384 dated 08.08.2012 had provided the information. 


First appeal is stated to have been filed on 27.08.2012 while the Second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 04.12.2012.


On 09.04.2013 in the morning, Sh. S.K. Sharma, Advocate, had appeared in the office on behalf of the respondents, and had informed that Sh. Sandy Randhawa had made a request for an adjournment.   Since no such written communication had been received from him, when contacted over the telephone, Sh. Randhawa confirmed that he had sent such a request and prayed for another date.

On 08.05.2013, the respondent had handed over the information to the appellant who sought time to study the same, which was granted. 


On 11.07.2013 when the case came up for hearing through video-conferencing, both the parties differed on the point of information sought / provided and raised rival contentions.    The case was ordered to be listed at Chandigarh, today.

Sh. S.K. Sharma, advocate, appearing on behalf of the respondents, presented before the Commission documents evidencing that exactly the same information had earlier been sought by Sh. Randhawa, the appellant, vide RTI application dated 18.11.2011 and the relevant case bearing AC No. 843 of 2012 had been disposed of by the Bench of SIC Sh. Chander Parkash, vide order dated 03.01.2013.    Now once again the same very information has been sought by the applicant-appellant vide RTI application dated 12.07.2012, which is not in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

In view of the foregoing, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 










   Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 22.08.2013




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sandy Randhawa,

SCO 88, 

District Shopping Centre,

Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar.


 



             
…Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation, 

Amritsar.


2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Municipal Corporation,


Amritsar.
 


                                

…Respondents

AC No. 1795/12
Order

Present:
None for the Appellant.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Sanjeev Devgun, Building Inspector; and Tilak Raj, Sub-Fire Officer, assisted by S.K. Sharma, Advocate.

Vide application dated 23.08.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Sandy Randhawa had sought various information on ten points concerning educational institutions (coaching centres) running in Rani-ka-Bagh, Amritsar, under the RTI Act, 2005.


First appeal is stated to have been filed on 27.09.2012 while the Second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 04.12.2012.


On 09.04.2013 in the morning, Sh. S.K. Sharma, Advocate, had appeared in the office on behalf of the respondents, and had informed that Sh. Sandy Randhawa had made a request for an adjournment.   Since no such written communication had been received from him, when contacted over the telephone, Sh. Randhawa confirmed that he had sent such a request and prayed for another date.

On 08.05.2013, Sh. Sanjeev Devgun, appearing on behalf of the respondent, had stated that in another case where identical information had been sought by the present applicant-appellant had been disposed by SIC Sh. S.P. Singh vide order dated 07.01.2013.   However, it was not clear if the information in the said case was exactly the same.


Appellant stated that information from the Building Branch was complete.  However, requisite information from the House Tax, Sewerage and the Fire Department had not been provided. 


As such, Sh. Parduman Singh, XEN, House Tax Branch, office of Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar was directed to provide the requisite information to the applicant-appellant according to his RTI application dated 23.08.2012. 


On 11.07.2013 when the case came up for hearing through video-conferencing, both the parties differed on the point of information sought / provided and raised rival contentions.    The case was ordered to be listed at Chandigarh, today.


Sh. S.K. Sharma, advocate, appearing on behalf of the respondents, presented before the Commission documents evidencing that earlier also, an appeal had been instituted by the applicant-appellant before the Commission in respect of the same RTI application dated 23.08.2012 and the relevant case bearing AC No. 1638 of 2012 had been disposed of by the Bench of SIC Sh. S.P. Singh, vide order dated 07.01.2013.    Now once again, another appeal has been preferred by the applicant in respect of the same RTI application, which is not in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


In view of the foregoing, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 










   Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 22.08.2013




State Information Commissioner
