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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1106 of 2013

Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan, 

R/o H.No. 78/8, Parak Road,

New Mandi, Dhuri, Distt. Sangrur.

(98722-20039)





……………….Appellant 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Patiala. 





…..……………Respondents
Present:
Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan appellant in person. (98722-20039)
For the respondent: Sh. Parveen Kumar, Superintendent Birth and Death Registration Branch office of Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala. 

ORDER
1. The appellant states that the PIO be penalized for not providing the affidavit to the effect that the said record is not available. 
2. Sh. Parveen Kumar, Superintendent Birth and Death Registration Branch office of Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala states that the PIO could not attend the hearing on account of difficult situation created by heavy rain in the city. He further undertakes that the said affidavit shall be provided to the appellant within 3 days from today by registered post.
3. Last opportunity is given to the PIO to provide affidavit to the appellant by registered post failing which penal action against him shall be initiated. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 11.09.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
Cont…p2
Appeal Case No. 1106 of 2013
4.
Announced in the Court. Notice of the order be sent to the parties.
 

Sd/-  
Chandigarh




      

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 23.08.2013

               

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1856 of 2013 

Date of decision 23.08.2013

Sh. Surinder Pal,

S/o Sh. Kaedar Nath, 

R/o Anand Colony, Tehsil Road,

Near Modgill Computer, Samana, 

Teshil Samana Distt.Patiala.



……………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Samana. 






   ………..……………Respondent
Present:
Sh. Surinder Pal represented by Sh. Ramandeep, Advocate.
For the respondent: Sh. Ram Krishan, Tehsildar, Samana. (98726-57779)
ORDER
1.
Vide his RTI application dated 04.05.2013 the information seeker has sought information from the PIO office of Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Samana regarding certified copies of revenue record of village Dullar pertaining to Mutation for the period from 1975-76 to the year 2013. On not getting the information, he filed complaint in the Commission on 17.05.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005.

2.
 Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 28.05.2013 in the Commission.
3.
The ld. counsel for the appellant states that the complainant could not deposit the assessed fee for obtaining the requisite information. He further requests that the respondent may be asked to provide the information on deposit of prescribed fee for the purpose. 

Cont…..p2

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1856 of 2013 

4.
 Sh. Ram Krishan, Tehsildar, Samana states that the complainant infact wants to get the correction made in the existing revenue record. He further states that the copy of the revenue record which is available on record has never been refused to the complainant who can still come to the office of Office Kanugo and may deposit the prescribed fee for the purpose and the copy of the available record shall be given.
5.
After hearing both the parties and going through  the record available on file it has emerged that the complainant has been visiting the office of Tehsildar, Samana but he did not the deposit the prescribed fee for obtaining the copies of revenue record in the office of Office Kanugo. The written submission of Tehsildar filed on 16.08.2013 indicates that the complaint has stated before him in his office that he does not need the copies of revenue record infact he wanted to get correction made in revenue record pertaining to the period before Consolidation. Notwithstanding the above facts, the complainant is at liberty to obtain the copies of available revenue record after paying the stipulated fee for the purpose in the office of Office Kanungo, if he so desires. The instant complaint is devoid of merit. In view of aforementioned, the complaint case is closed and disposed of.  
6.
Announced in the Court. Notice of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-  
Chandigarh




      
 
(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 23.08.2013

               

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1974 of 2013
Date of decision 23.08.2013 

Sh. Surinder Pal 

S/o Sh. Kedar Nath S/o Charanji Mall

R/o Anand Colony, Tehsil Road Near

Modgil Computer Samana, 

Tehsil Samana, Distt. Patiala. 



……………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Samana. 






   ………..……………Respondent
Present:
Sh. Surinder Pal represented by Sh. Ramandeep, Advocate.
For the respondent: Sh. Ram Krishan, Tehsildar, Samana. (98726-57779)
ORDER
1.
Vide his RTI application dated 06.05.2013 the information seeker has sought information from the PIO office of Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Samana regarding certified copies of revenue record of village Dhanouri pertaining to Mutation for the period from 1929-30 to the year 2013. On not getting the information, he filed complaint in the Commission on 17.05.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005.

2.
 Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 17.07.2013 in the Commission.
3.
The ld. counsel for the appellant states that the complainant could not deposit the assessed fee for obtaining the requisite information. He further requests that the respondent may be asked to provide the information on deposit of prescribed fee for the purpose. 

Cont……p2

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1974 of 2013

4.
 Sh. Ram Krishan, Tehsildar, Samana states that the complainant infact wants to get the correction made in the existing revenue record. He further states that the copy of the revenue record which is available on record has never been refused to the complainant who can still come to the office of Office Kanungo and may deposit the prescribed fee for the purpose and the copy of the available record shall be given.
5.
After hearing both the parties and going through  the record available on file it has emerged that the complainant has been visiting the office of Tehsildar, Samana but he did not the deposit the prescribed fee for obtaining the copies of revenue record in the office of Office Kanungo. The written submission of Tehsildar filed on 16.08.2013 indicates that the complaint has stated before him in his office that he does not need the copies of revenue record infact he wanted to get correction made in revenue record pertaining to the period before Consolidation. Notwithstanding the above facts, the complainant is at liberty to obtain the copies of available revenue record after paying the stipulated fee for the purpose in the office of Office Kanungo, if he so desires. The instant complaint is devoid of merit. In view of aforementioned, the complaint case is closed and disposed of.  
6.
Announced in the Court. Notice of the order be sent to the parties. 

 

Sd/-  
Chandigarh




      
 
(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 23.08.2013

               

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2083 of 2013
Date of decision 23.08.2013 

Sh. Sahil Singla,

R/o #305, Preet Nagar

Near Jain School,

Mandi Gobindgarh-147301




……………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Council,

Mandi Gobindgarh-147301.

  

 ………..……………Respondent
Present:
None on behalf of the complainant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Davinder Singh, Junior Engineer, office of Municipal Council, Mandi Gobindgarh. (98886-96530)
ORDER
1.
Vide his RTI application dated 15.04.2013 the information seeker has sought information from the PIO office of Municipal Council, Mandi Gobindgarh on following 4 points regarding street no. 1 Preet Nagar, Mandi Gobindgarh:-

(i) Head wise amount of expenditure incurred by corporation during the last 10 years on the above referred area of the city.

(ii) List of tenders opened for this area during the last 10 years.

(iii) Number of sweepers engaged for street no. 1 of Preet Nagar & duty hours of these employees.

(iv) No. of times the road of street no.1 has been re-constructed in the last 10 years & the amount of expenditure on re-construction. 

On not getting the information, he filed complaint in the Commission on 05.06.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005.

Cont….p2

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2083 of 2013 

2.
 Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 17.07.2013 in the Commission. 
3.
The complainant was neither present on 16.08.2013 nor he is present in the Commission at today’s hearing. However, a letter dated was received from him in the Commission at diary no. 182182 dated 06.08.2013 stating that the information provided to him was incomplete and inconsistent because the PIO vide letter no. 78/RTI dated 26.06.2013 provided the list of works completed during last 10 years. Further their letter no. 100/RTI dated 24.07.2013 provides some additional information. As per the said  letter, as mentioned in point no.4, the road has been constructed once since last 10 years. But the expenditure of this work has not been mentioned anywhere in the first letter no. 78/RTI. It shows that information that has been provided is inconsistent and incomplete.
4.
Sh. Davinder Singh Junior Engineer, office of Municipal Council, Mandi Gobindgarh states that the information has already been provided to the complainant. He further states that the reply to the letter dated 06.08.2013 of the complainant has been submitted vide reference no. 117/RTI dated 22.08.2013 in the Commission and copy thereof has been endorsed to the latter.

5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it is ascertained that the information to the RTI applicant was provided by PIO-cum-E.O. Municipal Council, Gobindgarh vide reference no. 78/RTI dated 26.06.2013. On receiving the information the complainant has sent written submissions received in the Commission on 15.07.2013 and 06.08.2013 and the PIO has filed the consolidated reply dated 22.08.2013 copy of which has been endorsed to the complainant also. 
Cont….p3

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2083 of 2013 

Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant in this regard. If the complainant is still not satisfied with the information provided by the PIO, he is at liberty to file appeal with the First Appellate Authority of the Municipal Council, Gobindgarh. In view of aforementioned, the instant complaint case is closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court. Notice of the order be sent to the parties.
 

Sd/-  
Chandigarh




      
 
(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 23.08.2013

               

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2188 of 2013
Date of decision 23.08.2013 

Sh. Surinder Pal S/o Sh. Kidar Nath,

R/o #165 Anand Colony,

Tehsil Road Near Modgill Computer Samana, 

Tehsil-Samana, District-Patiala.




……………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

        Samana.





 
..……………Respondent
Present:
Sh. Surinder Pal represented by Sh. Ramandeep, Advocate.
For the respondent: Sh. Ram Krishan, Tehsildar, Samana. (98726-57779)
ORDER
1.
Vide his RTI application dated 14.05.2013 the information seeker has sought information from the PIO office of Tehsildar, Samana regarding certified copies of revenue record of village Chupki pertaining to Mutation for the period from 1906-07 to the year 2013. On not getting the information, he filed complaint in the Commission on 14.06.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005.

2.
 Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 30.07.2013 in the Commission.
3.
The ld. counsel for the appellant states that the complainant could not deposit the assessed fee for obtaining the requisite information. He further requests that the respondent may be asked to provide the information on deposit of prescribed fee for the purpose. 

Cont….p2

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2188 of 2013

4.
 Sh. Ram Krishan, Tehsildar, Samana states that the complainant infact wants to get the correction made in the existing revenue record. He further states that the copy of the revenue record which is available on record has never been refused to the complainant who can still come to the office of Office Kanungo and may deposit the prescribed fee for the purpose and the copy of the available record shall be given.
5.
After hearing both the parties and going through  the record available on file it has emerged that the complainant has been visiting the office of Tehsildar, Samana but he did not the deposit the prescribed fee for obtaining the copies of revenue record in the office of Office Kanungo. The written submission of Tehsildar filed on 16.08.2013 indicates that the complaint has stated before him in his office that he does not need the copies of revenue record infact he wanted to get correction made in revenue record pertaining to the period before Consolidation. Notwithstanding the above facts, the complainant is at liberty to obtain the copies of available revenue record after paying the stipulated fee for the purpose in the office of Office Kanungo, if he so desires. The instant complaint is devoid of merit. In view of aforementioned, the complaint case is closed and disposed of.  
6.
Announced in the Court. Notice of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-  
Chandigarh




    
  
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 23.08.2013

               

State Information Commissioner

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2189 of 2013 

Date of decision 23.08.2013

Sh. Surinder Pal S/o Sh. Kidar Nath,

R/o #165 Anand Colony,

Tehsil Road Near Modgill Computer Samana, 

Tehsil-Samana, District-Patiala.




……………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

        Samana.





 
..……………Respondent
Present:
Sh. Surinder Pal represented by Sh. Ramandeep, Advocate.
For the respondent: Sh. Ram Krishan, Tehsildar, Samana. (98726-57779)
ORDER
1.
Vide his RTI application dated 14.05.2013 the information seeker has sought information from the PIO office of Tehsildar, Samana regarding certified copies of revenue record of village Dhanouri pertaining to Mutation for the period from 1929-30 to the year 2013. On not getting the information, he filed complaint in the Commission on 14.06.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005.

2.
 Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 30.07.2013 in the Commission.
3.
The ld. counsel for the appellant states that the complainant could not deposit the assessed fee for obtaining the requisite information. He further requests that the respondent may be asked to provide the information on deposit of prescribed fee for the purpose. 

Cont…p2

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2189 of 2013 

4.
 Sh. Ram Krishan, Tehsildar, Samana states that the complainant infact wants to get the correction made in the existing revenue record. He further states that the copy of the revenue record which is available on record has never been refused to the complainant who can still come to the office of Office Kanungo and may deposit the prescribed fee for the purpose and the copy of the available record shall be given.
5.
After hearing both the parties and going through  the record available on file it has emerged that the complainant has been visiting the office of Tehsildar, Samana but he did not the deposit the prescribed fee for obtaining the copies of revenue record in the office of Office Kanungo. The written submission of Tehsildar filed on 16.08.2013 indicates that the complaint has stated before him in his office that he does not need the copies of revenue record infact he wanted to get correction made in revenue record pertaining to the period before Consolidation. Notwithstanding the above facts, the complainant is at liberty to obtain the copies of available revenue record after paying the stipulated fee for the purpose in the office of Office Kanungo, if he so desires. The instant complaint is devoid of merit. In view of aforementioned, the complaint case is closed and disposed of.  
6.
Announced in the Court. Notice of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-  
Chandigarh




    
  
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 23.08.2013

               

State Information Commissioner

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2190 of 2013
Date of  decision 23.08.2013

Sh. Surinder Pal S/o Sh. Kidar Nath,

R/o #165 Anand Colony,

Tehsil Road Near Modgill Computer Samana, 

Tehsil-Samana, District-Patiala.




……………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

        Samana.





 
..……………Respondent
Present:
Sh. Surinder Pal represented by Sh. Ramandeep, Advocate.
For the respondent: Sh. Ram Krishan, Tehsildar, Samana. (98726-57779)
ORDER
1.
Vide his RTI application dated 09.05.2013 the information seeker has sought information from the PIO office of Tehsildar, Samana regarding certified copies of revenue record of village Dullar pertaining to Mutation for the period from 1975-76 to the year 2013. On not getting the information, he filed complaint in the Commission on 14.06.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005.

2.
 Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 30.07.2013 in the Commission.
3.
The ld. counsel for the appellant states that the complainant could not deposit the assessed fee for obtaining the requisite information. He further requests that the respondent may be asked to provide the information on deposit of prescribed fee for the purpose. 

Cont…..p2
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2190 of 2013

4.
 Sh. Ram Krishan, Tehsildar, Samana states that the complainant infact wants to get the correction made in the existing revenue record. He further states that the copy of the revenue record which is available on record has never been refused to the complainant who can still come to the office of Office Kanungo and may deposit the prescribed fee for the purpose and the copy of the available record shall be given.
5.
After hearing both the parties and going through  the record available on file it has emerged that the complainant has been visiting the office of Tehsildar, Samana but he did not the deposit the prescribed fee for obtaining the copies of revenue record in the office of Office Kanungo. The written submission of Tehsildar filed on 16.08.2013 indicates that the complaint has stated before him in his office that he does not need the copies of revenue record infact he wanted to get correction made in revenue record pertaining to the period before Consolidation. Notwithstanding the above facts, the complainant is at liberty to obtain the copies of available revenue record after paying the stipulated fee for the purpose in the office of Office Kanungo, if he so desires. The instant complaint is devoid of merit. In view of aforementioned, the complaint case is closed and disposed of.  
6.
Announced in the Court. Notice of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-  
Chandigarh




    
  
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 23.08.2013

               

State Information Commissioner

