STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Beant Kinger

H. No. B-18/792, Pandhian Street,

Near Kamal Cinema,

Malerkotla (Distt. Sangrur)





 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Local Govt. Punjab,

Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.







   …Respondent

CC- 1176/13

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Beant Kinger in person.

None for the respondent.

In this case, vide RTI application dated 19.01.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Beant Kinger had sought the following information: -

1.
Details of action taken against the E.O. Municipal Council, Malerkotla as per resolution no. 48 passed against him in the General House meeting held on 22.12.2011;

2.
Details of action taken against the E.O. Municipal Council, Malerkotla as per resolution no. 87 passed against him in the General House meeting held on 12.12.2012;

3.
Has any enquiry team been constituted against the E.O. Municipal Council, Malerkotla?

4.
Action taken by your office against the E.O. Municipal Council, Malerkotla on various complaints received in your office for not inviting tenders for the development works in the town.


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 14.03.2013.


In the hearing dated 16.05.2013, the respondents had tendered copy of Memo .no. 8064 dated 01.03.2013 addressed to Sh. Beant Kinger, the complainant stated to be containing the point-wise complete information according to his RTI application dated 19.01.2013.   While in response to point no. 1 of the application, it had been stated that due to transfer of the concerned Executive Officer, no action on the resolution had been taken; regarding points no. 2 to 4, a stereo-type reply stating that comments of the Regional Deputy Director, Patiala were awaited, had been provided which was far from satisfactory.   


Respondent PIO was afforded another opportunity to follow up the matter with the office of Regional Deputy Director vigorously and to provide the complainant the requisite information as early as possible.


In the hearing dated 25.06.2013, respondent had stated that information only on one count was pending for which she had sought one month’s time, which was granted with the consent of the complainant.


On 08.08.2013 when the case came up for hearing, Ms. Gurdev Kaur, appearing on behalf of the respondent, had stated that the enquiry report received from the Regional Deputy Director, Local Bodies, Patiala had been put up before the Director, Local Govt. for his instructions / directions / advice in the matter and further action would only be taken thereafter.   As such, she had prayed for some time, which was granted.


Today, Sh. Beant Kinger, the applicant-complainant stated that there has been no further development in providing the information by the respondent-PIO.


No one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received from him.    Such attitude of the respondent-PIO is clearly against the very spirits of the RTI Act, 2005.   Therefore, the respondent-PIO is hereby issued a show cause notice to explain in writing by furnishing a duly sworn affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  


In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 


PIO is further directed to make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, in the shape of a duly sworn affidavit, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.    He is further directed to present on the next date complete relevant records pertaining to the case along with day-to-day action taken report on the RTI application of the applicant-complainant.


Adjourned to 29.10.2013 at 2.00 PM.










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25.09.2013




State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

The Director Local Govt. Punjab, 
(REGISTERED)
SCO 131-132, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.-160017

To ensure a copy of this order is handed over to the designated PIO with direction to comply with the orders of the Commission in letter and spirit, without necessitating any further adjournment on this count. 









  Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25.09.2013




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Shri Tarsem Jindal

s/o Sh. Kastoor Chand,

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala-148101







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Director Town Planning, Local Govt. Punjab,
Plot No. 1, Madhya Marg,

Sector 27-A,
Chandigarh. 








…Respondent
Complaint Case No. 2508 of 2013
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Sandeep Saini, ATP

Vide RTI application dated 03.06.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Tarsem Jindal sought to know the action taken against Barnala Builders and the officials concerned, consequent upon a complaint made by him against Barnala Builders (Aastha Colony, Dhanaula Road, Barnala) against unauthorized and illegal inclusion of extra land in the Aastha Colony.


Failing to get the requisite information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Tarsem Jindal filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 09.07.2013.


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.

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


Sh. Sandeep Saini, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that neither the date of complaint made by Sh. Jindal had been stated in the RTI application nor had a copy thereof been annexed therewith.    As such, they were not in a position to provide any information to the applicant-complainant. 


Since no clear and specific information has been sought by the applicant-complainant, the present complaint is hereby ordered to be rejected and the case closed and disposed of.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25.09.2013




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Shri Tarsem Jindal

s/o Sh. Kastoor Chand,

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala-148101







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Financial Commissioner Revenue, Punjab,

Chandigarh. 








…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2504 of 2013
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Arun Kaushal, Sr. Asstt. 

Vide RTI application dated 24.05.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Tarsem Jindal sought to have a copy of the checking report, if any, submitted by the authorities concerned at Barnala regarding checking of 10% sale deeds registered, every 15 days, as per the directions of the Hon’ble Chief Minister of Punjab in Chandigarh, last year, during the last three months.   He further sought to know the action taken against the various other district officials for not carrying out the said directions of the Hon’ble Chief Minister.   He also sought a copy of any such letter being written by the respondent in this connection. 

Failing to get the requisite information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Tarsem Jindal filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 09.07.2013.


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.

Sh. Arun Kaushal, appearing on behalf of the respondent stated that they had transferred the RTI application in question to the Deputy Commissioner, Barnala, vided their Memo. no. 11810 dated 24.06.2013, who, in turn, has provided the requisite information to the applicant-complainant per their letter no. 1417 dated 24.07.2013.   A copy of the said communication from the office of Deputy Commissioner, Barnala has also been placed on record.


Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received from him.   Since the information had been mailed to him as early as 24.07.2013 i.e. about two months ago, seemingly he is satisfied with the same.


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










   Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25.09.2013




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Shri Tarsem Jindal

s/o Sh. Kastoor Chand,

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala-148101







…Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,

o/o Financial Commissioner Revenue, Punjab,

Chandigarh. 

2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o The Deputy Commissioner,


Barnala.







…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2505 of 2013

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Arun Kaushal, Sr. Asstt. 


Vide RTI application dated 04.06.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Tarsem Jindal sought to have the action taken report on a complaint made by him on 06.12.2011 giving a list of sale deeds depicting the deficiency in payment of stamp duty and the enquiry in the matter had been marked to the Deputy Commissioner, Barnala.   He wanted to know why the enquiry was being delayed.   He sought to know the action proposed / taken against the erring officials.   He also sought copies of various letters written by the respondent to the Deputy Commissioner, Barnala and response received thereto, consequent upon receipt of his complaint. 

Failing to get the requisite information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Tarsem Jindal filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 09.07.2013.


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.


Sh. Arun Kaushal, appearing on behalf of the respondent stated that they had transferred the RTI application in question to the Deputy Commissioner, Barnala, vide their Memo. no. 11631 dated 19.06.2013.   However, no response whatsoever has been received from the said office as yet.


It is, therefore, imperative that the Public Information Officer, office of the Deputy Commissioner, Barnala is impleaded as a respondent, which is ordered accordingly.  He is directed to present the entire relevant record pertaining to the information sought by the applicant, on the next date fixed, along with action taken report on the RTI application of Sh. Jindal.


The present respondent i.e. respondent no. 1 shall also be present on the next date fixed. 


Adjourned to 20.11.2013 at 2.00 PM.










   Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25.09.2013




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Shri Tarsem Jindal

s/o Sh. Kastoor Chand,

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala-148101







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Director Town Planning, Local Govt. Punjab,
Plot No. 1, Madhya Marg,

Sector 27-A,
Chandigarh. 








…Respondent
Complaint Case No. 2506 of 2013
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Sandeep Saini, ATP


Vide RTI application dated 04.06.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Tarsem Jindal sought to have a copy of the complete file pertaining to letter No. 350 dated 08.04.2013 written by the respondent to the Executive Officer, (Municipal Council) Barnala.  He further sought to know if the developmental works in Aastha Colony had been completed. 

Failing to get the requisite information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Tarsem Jindal filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 09.07.2013.


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.

Sh. Sandeep Saini, appearing on behalf of the respondent, stated that the original RTI application of the applicant has not been received in their office and as such, no RTI application fee amounting to Rs. 10/- has been received and as such, they are unable to provide the information.

Respondent-PIO is directed that despite this, the requisite point-wise, complete and correct information, duly attested, be provided to the applicant-complainant, free of cost by registered post and to present a copy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission on the next date fixed, for its perusal and records.


Adjourned to 20.11.2013 at 2.00 PM.










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25.09.2013




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Shri Tarsem Jindal

s/o Sh. Kastoor Chand,

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala-148101







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Director,

Town Planning Scheme Sector 21,

Director Local Govt. Punjab,

SCO 131-132. Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh. 








…Respondent
Complaint Case No. 2507 of 2013
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Sandeep Saini, ATP


Vide RTI application dated 03.06.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Tarsem Jindal sought to know the action taken against Barnala Builders and the officials concerned, consequent upon a complaint made by him against Barnala Builders (Aastha Colony, Dhanaula Road, Barnala) against unauthorized and illegal inclusion of extra land in the Aastha Colony.


Failing to get the requisite information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Tarsem Jindal filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 09.07.2013.


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.

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


Sh. Sandeep Saini, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that neither the date of complaint made by Sh. Jindal had been stated in the RTI application nor had a copy thereof been annexed therewith.    As such, they were not in a position to provide any information to the applicant-complainant. 


Since no clear and specific information has been sought by the applicant-complainant, the present complaint is hereby ordered to be rejected and the case closed and disposed of.










   Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25.09.2013




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Shri Tarsem Jindal

s/o Sh. Kastoor Chand,

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala-148101







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Faridkot.








…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2502 of 2013
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Harsimran Singh, Tehsildar, Faridkot; Harmit Singh, RC, Kotkapura; Hargobind Singh, RC, Jaiton 

Vide RTI application dated 04.06.2013 addressed to the Deputy Commissioner, Faridkot, Sh. Tarsem Jindal sought the following information: -

“During the period 2008-09 to 2011-12, how much deficiency in stamp duty was detected / pointed out by the audit teams of Accountant General; and the Internal Audit Institution, Revenue Department, in the Sub-Tehsils and Tehsils in your district?  How much amount has been recovered after the submission of the report and the amount still unrecovered?”


Failing to get the requisite information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Tarsem Jindal filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 09.07.2013.


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.

Deputy Commissioner, Faridkot transferred the application of the applicant to the Tehsildar Faridkot, Kotkapura and Jaiton for providing the requisite information, which has been done vide their letters bearing no. 317 dated 09.07.2013; 131 & 134 dated 16.07.2013; and 233 dated 17.09.2013 respectively. 


Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received from him.   Since the information had been mailed to him as early as July 2013 i.e. about two months ago, seemingly he is satisfied with the same.


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










   Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25.09.2013




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Shri Tarsem Jindal

s/o Sh. Kastoor Chand,

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala-148101







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mansa.








…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2549 of 2013
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Ram Kumar, Clerk.

Vide RTI application dated 04.06.2013 addressed to the Deputy Commissioner, Mansa, Sh. Tarsem Jindal sought copies of the reports prepared depicting deficiency in stamp duty as detected / pointed out by the audit teams of Accountant General; and the Internal Audit Institution, Revenue Department, in the Sub-Tehsils and Tehsils in the district.   He further sought such reports in the following Tehsils for the period mentioned thereagainst: -

	Name of Tehsil
	Period

	Sardulgarh
	2003-2004, 2004-2005, 2010-2011, 2011-2012

	Mansa
	2004-2005, 2005-2006, 2006-2007, 2007-2008, 2008-2009, 2009-2010, 2010-2011, 2011-2012



Deputy Commissioner, Mansa, vide endorsement no. 1727 dated 13.06.2013, transferred the request of Sh. Jindal to the Tehsildar, Mansa / Budhlada / Sardulgarh, in terms of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 advising them to provide the information to the applicant direct. 


Failing to get the requisite information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Tarsem Jindal filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 10.07.2013.


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.

Sh. Ram Kumar, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered copies of letters No. 1857 and 1992 dated 11.07.2013 and 19.07.2013 respectively whereby the requisite complete information is stated to have been forwarded to Sh. Jindal. 


Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received from him.   Since the information had been mailed to him as early as 11/19.07.2013 i.e. over two months back, seemingly he is satisfied with the same.


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










   Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25.09.2013




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Shri Tarsem Jindal

s/o Sh. Kastoor Chand,

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala-148101







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Bathinda.








…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2550 of 2013
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Daroga Singh, Field Kanungo.

Vide RTI application dated 04.06.2013 addressed to the Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda, Sh. Tarsem Jindal sought copies of the reports prepared depicting deficiency in stamp duty as detected / pointed out by the audit teams of Accountant General; and the Internal Audit Institution, Revenue Department, in the Sub-Tehsils and Tehsils in the district.   He further sought such reports in the following Tehsils for the period mentioned thereagainst: -

	Name of Tehsil
	Period

	Rampura Phul
	2004-2005, 2005-2006 

	Bathinda
	2008-2009, 2009-2010, 2010-2011, 2011-2012



Failing to get the requisite information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Tarsem Jindal filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 10.07.2013.


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.

Copy of a letter bearing endorsement no. 1570 dated 13.09.2013 has been received from the respondent addressed to Sh. Daroga Singh, Kanungo, Halqa Nathana, for providing the applicant the requisite information.


Sh. Daroga Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered certain documents which are taken on record.   He was, however, unable to say with certainty if complete and correct information stood provided to the applicant.    Apparently, he was not fully conversant with the facts of the case. 


As such, Naib Tehsildar, Nathana – Sh. Kanwaldeep Singh Brar is directed to appear in person on the next date fixed along with complete relevant records pertaining to the information sought by the applicant-complainant, along with action taken report on the RTI application in question.


Adjourned to 20.11.2013 at 2.00 PM. 










   Sd/-



Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25.09.2013




State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

Sh. Kanwaldeep Singh Brar,

(REGISTERED)
Naib Tehsildar,

Nathana

(Distt. Bathinda)

For due compliance, as directed hereinabove. 










   Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25.09.2013




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Shri Tarsem Jindal

s/o Sh. Kastoor Chand,

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala-148101







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Sub-Registrar,

Mansa.








…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2491 of 2013
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Gurmit Singh, Jr. Asstt. 

Vide RTI application dated 04.06.2013 addressed to the Deputy Commissioner, Mansa, Sh. Tarsem Jindal sought the following information: -

“During the period 2008-09 to 2011-12, how much deficiency in stamp duty was detected / pointed out by the audit teams of Accountant General; and the Internal Audit Institution, Revenue Department, in the Sub-Tehsils and Tehsils in your district?  How much amount has been recovered after the submission of the report and the amount still unrecovered?”


Deputy Commissioner, Mansa, vide endorsement no. 1750 dated 17.06.2013, transferred the request of Sh. Jindal to the Tehsildar, Mansa / Budhlada / Sardulgarh, in terms of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 advising them to provide the information to the applicant direct. 


Failing to get the requisite information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Tarsem Jindal filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 09.07.2013.


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.

Sh. Gurmit Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered copy of letter no. 1008 dated 01.08.2013 whereby the requisite information has been provided to Sh. Jindal, the complainant. 


Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received from him.   Since the information had been mailed to him as early as 01.08.2013 i.e. about two months back, he appears to be satisfied with the same.


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










   Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25.09.2013




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Shri Tarsem Jindal

s/o Sh. Kastoor Chand,

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala-148101







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Sub-Registrar,

Budhlada,

Distt. Mansa.








…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2492 of 2013 
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Ram Krishan, Tehsildar.

Vide RTI application dated 04.06.2013 addressed to the Deputy Commissioner, Mansa, Sh. Tarsem Jindal sought the following information: -

“During the period 2008-09 to 2011-12, how much deficiency in stamp duty was detected / pointed out by the audit teams of Accountant General; and the Internal Audit Institution, Revenue Department, in the Sub-Tehsils and Tehsils in your district?  How much amount has been recovered after the submission of the report and the amount still unrecovered?”


Deputy Commissioner, Mansa, vide endorsement no. 1750 dated 17.06.2013, transferred the request of Sh. Jindal to the Tehsildar, Mansa / Budhlada / Sardulgarh, in terms of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 advising them to provide the information to the applicant direct. 


Failing to get the requisite information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Tarsem Jindal filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 09.07.2013.


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.

Sh. Ram Krishan, Tehsildar, tendered copy of letter no. 208 dated 17.07.2013 whereby the requisite information has been provided to Sh. Jindal, the complainant. 


Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received from him.   Since the information had been mailed to him as early as 17.07.2013 i.e. over two months back, he appears to be satisfied with the same.


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










   Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 25.09.2013




State Information Commissioner
