STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mangat Arora, Advocate,

s/o Sh. Tehal Singh,

Chamber No. 2,

District Courts,

Faridkot.



 
    

 
             …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal,

Govt. SAS Adarsh Senior Secondary School,

Village Pacca, PO Tehna,

Distt. Faridkot.
 


 
                     

 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 230 of 13

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. V.P. Singh, Supdt. 


Vide RTI application dated  15.09.2012, Sh. Mangat Arora had sought from the respondent information on various counts regarding functioning of the school and other related matters, from May 2011 to date of application. 


Vide registered communication bearing No. 0001 dated October 26, 2012, respondent had sought additional document charges amounting to Rs. 250/- including postal charges stating that the information would be running into approx. 100 pages.   Sh. Arora, vide letter dated 31.10.2012 contested the demand of additional charges. 


Vide communication bearing no. 014 dated 10.11.2012, the respondent declined the information contending that it is not amenable to the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 27.12.2012.


This case was earlier allocated to the Bench of SIC Ms. Jaspal Kaur where two hearings dated 18.03.2013 and 11.04.2013 have already taken place.     The case was last posted to 16.05.2013.   However, upon a written request dated 02.05.2013 made by the applicant-complainant, the case has been transferred to this Bench for further hearing. 


Sh. V.P. Singh, Supdt. appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that the information sought is voluminous and as such, it is difficult for them to part with the same.   He further stated that no larger public interest has been shown / pleaded by the applicant-complainant in seeking such voluminous information which is otherwise barred under Section 7(9) of the RTI Act, 2005.


Today, neither the complainant is present nor has any communication been received from him. 


Sh. Mangat Arora is advised to file a duly sworn affidavit indicating the larger public interest involved in seeking such voluminous information and upon receipt thereof, further proceedings in the matter shall be taken accordingly.


Also Sh. Arora is further directed to contest his case either in person or through his authorized representative on the next date fixed to state his case.


If, however, nothing is heard from the complainant by the next date, it shall be construed that he is not interested in pursual of the case and further order shall be passed accordingly.


Adjourned to 10.07.2013 at 11.00 AM.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 25.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Parminder Singh

s/o Sh. Joginder Singh,

Village Khera,

PO Sialbamajri,

Tehsil Kharar,

Distt. Mohali.


   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Kharar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mohali.




        
 
 
 …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 1397 of 2013

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Parminder Singh in person.



For respondent No. 1: Sh. Paramjit Singh, SDA



None for respondent no. 2.

Vide RTI application dated 20.11.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Parminder Singh sought the status of his complaint dated 16.04.2012 submitted against Patwari Halqa Mehroli Lal Singh, Joginder Singh etc. 


Vide letter dated 09.04.2013, he approached the Deputy Commissioner, Mohali due to non-receipt of the relevant information, who, vide Enst. No. 605 dated 12.04.2013, transferred the request of the applicant to the Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Kharar in terms of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


In view of the fact that the applicant has already apprised the first appellate authority about the matter, his complaint received in the Commission on 09.05.2013 is being treated as Second Appeal and accordingly, the parties have been called upon to attend the hearing today. 


Respondent Sh. Paramjit Singh delivers copy of letter no. 679 dated 25.06.2013 along with a copy of the Enquiry Report conducted by the Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Kharar and sent to the Deputy Commissioner, Mohali, vide letter no. 584 dated 28.08.2012, pursuant to the complaint made by the applicant-appellant against Sh. Lal Singh, Patwari Halqa Mehroli, for issuing a wrong Fard concerning which action taken report was sought by Sh. Parminder Singh.   Copies of the documents have also been delivered to the applicant-appellant in the presence of the Commission.


The provided information has been perused by the Commission which is in accordance with the RTI Application dated 20.11.2012 submitted by the applicant-appellant.


Since the requisite complete information stands provided to the applicant-appellant, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 25.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Pardeep Goyal,

No. 146, Gali No. 8,

Harpal Nagar,

Bathinda.



 
    

 
             …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Bathinda. 




 
                     

 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1783 of 13

Order

Present:
None for the parties.


Vide RTI application dated 04.03.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Pardeep Goyal sought the following information: -

1.
An attesting copy of the notification authorizing the dealers for registration of the vehicles; 

2.
An attesting copy of the notification authorizing the dealers to collect road tax and other expenses at the time of registration of the vehicles; 

3.
Total no. of direct registrations done by the Registering Authority, Bathinda during this period including fancy numbers etc.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 09.05.2013.


Today, neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.


A phone call had been received from Sh. Harjit Singh Sandhu, DTO, Bathinda stating that he has been deployed on Gram Panchayat election duties and more so, he has joined as such only recently.   He has prayed for an adjournment, which is granted.


Shri Harjit Singh Sandhu, PIO-cum-District Transport Officer, Bathinda is as such directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing along with action taken report and records pertaining to the RTI application filed by the complainant. 


Adjourned to 17.07.2013 at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 25.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner
Copy to:-

Sh. Harjit Singh Sandhu, 


(Registered)
District Transport Officer,

Bathinda. 

-For necessary compliance. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 25.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village Bolapur Jhabewal,

PO Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana.

   

    

 
       …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Jalandhar.







     …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1787 of 2013

Order

Present: 
Complainant Sh. Jasbir Singh in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Pankaj Jetli, Section Officer.


Vide RTI application dated 09.03.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Jasbir Singh sought the following information: -

1.
How many school buses were challaned from January 2012 to date?  How many such buses were taken into custody?  Attested copies of the challans / orders be provided. 

2.
How many school vehicles are registered with your office?  Provide attested copies of relevant documents showing registration numbers, tax payment, model and fitness certificates. 

3.
Copies of the instructions / directions / suggestions issued by you to the various educational institutions, with a view to check the ever increasing road accidents.


It is further the case of Sh. Jasbir Singh that he sent a reminder dated 12.04.2013 also. 


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission on 08.05.2013.


Sh. Pankaj Jetli, Section Officer, appearing on behalf of the respondent, has handed over the relevant information on point no. 1 and 3 of the RTI application to the applicant-complainant in the presence of the Commission.   Upon perusal thereof, the same is found to be in order.


However, Shri Pankaj Jetli, appearing on behalf of respondent stated that it was not feasible to provide the information on point no. 2 since the same is voluminous and is barred under the provisions of Section 13 read with Section 8 of the RTI Act, 2005, as no larger public interest has been shown / pleaded by the applicant-complainant.


Thus the information as available on records has since been provided by the respondent.   However, the complainant expressed his dissatisfaction with the same.


It is, however, noted that there is an alternate and efficacious remedy of First Appeal available under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act. It appears that in the instant case, the Complainant has failed to avail the same. Consequently, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not had the occasion to review the PIO’s decision, as envisaged under the RTI Act.


 In this view of the matter, in case the complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO to the first Appellate Authority i.e. Additional State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.


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


In terms of the observations noted above, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 25.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village Bolapur Jhabewal,

PO Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana.

   

    

 
       …Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Bathinda





        
 


  …Respondent
Complaint Case No. 1788 of 2013

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Jasbir Singh in person.



None for the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 01.02.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Jasbir Singh sought copies of CFX forms and Fitness Certificates in respect of Punjab Roadways, Pepsu, PRTC, AC / Deluxe, Integral Coach, HVAC; and other Govt. / private buses, issued by the Board of Inspection, from December 2012 to January, 2013.   He further sought copies of CFX forms and Fitness Certificates in respect of various school vehicles issued by the Board of Inspection, during the period December, 2012 to 2013 including number of such vehicles.


It is further the case of Sh. Jasbir Singh that he sent a reminder dated 18.04.2013 as well. 


He has approached the Commission on 08.05.2013 stating that the requisite information has not so far been made available to him. 


The complainant stated that he has not been provided the relevant information so far.


However, a phone call had been received from Sh. Harjit Singh Sandhu, DTO, Bathinda stating that he has been deployed on Gram Panchayat election duties and more so, he has joined as such only recently.   He has prayed for an adjournment, which is granted.


Shri Harjit Singh Sandhu, PIO-cum-District Transport Officer, Bathinda is as such directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing along with action taken report and records pertaining to the RTI application filed by the complainant. 


Adjourned to 17.07.2013 at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 25.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner

Copy to:-

Sh. Harjit Singh Sandhu, 


(Registered)

District Transport Officer,

Bathinda. 

-For necessary compliance. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 25.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Deepak Moudgil,

Military Station Road,

Opp. Chankya School,

Fazilka-152123

   

    

 
       …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Education Officer (SE),

Fazilka.







      …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1806 of 2013

Order

Present: 
None for the parties.


Vide RTI application dated 05.04.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Deepak Moudgil sought the following information: -

1.
An attested copy of the names and addresses members of SKBDA Centenary Public School Management Committee, constituted under Section 21 of the Right of Children to Free and Compulsory Education Act, 2009;

2.
An attested copy of various works undertaken till date, by the SKBDA Centenary Public School Management Committee, in terms of Section 21(2) and Section 22 of the Right of Children to Free and Compulsory Education Act, 2009;

3.
A copy of the Self declaration-cum-application submitted by the above committee to the District Education Officer concerned for grant of recognition to the school submitted by SKB DAV Centenary Public School.  


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 14.05.2013.


Communication bearing No. RTI/69-70 dated 14.06.2013 has been received from the Respondent annexing therewith copies of communication dated 03.06.2013 whereby the requisite information is stated to have been provided to the applicant.


A communication bearing No. RTI/2013/80 dated 21.06.2013 has been received from the respondent annexing therewith written acknowledgment from the applicant-complainant Sh. Deepak Moudgil regarding receipt of complete satisfactory information.


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










Sd/-
Chandigarh.





     (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 25.06.2013


        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Kanwaljit Kaur,

296, SJS Avenue,

Ajnala Road,

Amritsar.


   

    

 
       …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar,

Amritsar-2.







     …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1795 of 2013

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Joginder Singh, Kanungo


Vide RTI application dated 15.04.2013 addressed to the respondent, Ms. Kanwaljit Kaur sought the following information: -

1.
Copy of order of Hon’ble Sh. Satinder Pal Singh dated 22.02.2013 in CC No. 3357/2012;

2.
Action taken report on the above said order;

3.
Action taken report on your letter No. 171 of 08.01.2013;

4.
Copy of corrected mutation by your action on (Mutation) No. 10795.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 21.05.2013. 


A communication dated 21.06.2013 has been received from Ms. Kanwaljit Kaur, the applicant-complainant, regretting her inability to attend the hearing today.


Sh. Joginder Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered a letter of date addressed to the Commission with a copy endorsed to the applicant-complainant containing point-wise complete information.    The perusal of the same makes it clear that complete requisite information has since been provided to the applicant-complainant.   Respondent also placed on record a copy of letter dated 11.06.2013 annexing therewith copies of various documents sent to the applicant-complainant towards the information sought by her.


Since the complete information according to RTI application dated 15.04.2013 has been provided by the respondent to the applicant-complainant, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.





     (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 25.06.2013


       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Veena Rani

w/o Sh. Barkat,

Machhi  Mandi,

Ferozepur City-152002 
   

    

 
       …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Water Supply and Sanitation,

Division No. 1,

Ferozepur.







     …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1816 of 2013

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Pardeep Kumar, Sr. Asstt. 


Vide RTI application dated 17.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, Ms. Veena sought details of the dues payable to her husband who remained posted with the respondent department as Mali-cum-Chowkidar. 


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 14.05.2013.


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


Sh. Pardeep Kumar, Sr. Asstt. appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted a  written request bearing Endst. No. 4163 dated 21.06.2013 from the Executive Engineer-cum-PIO seeking an adjournment since he has been deployed on election duty in view of the ensuing Gram Panchayat elections, which is granted.


However, respondent PIO shall appear before the Commission personally on the next date fixed along with day-to-day action taken report on the RTI application dated 17.09.2012 submitted by the applicant-complainant, along with all relevant records, for perusal of the Commission. 


Adjourned to 16.07.2013 at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 25.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Arun Kumar,

Section Officer,

Punjab State Planning Board,

SCO 70-72, Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh.



    

 
             …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director,

Employment Generation & Training, Punjab,

SCO 47/1, Sector 17-E,

Chandigarh-160017


        
 
              …Respondent

CC- 1557/13

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Arun Kumar in person.

For the respondent: S/Shri Malkit Singh, PIO-Joint Director; Jatinder Kumar Sareen, Deputy Director; and Sawaranjit, Junior Asstt.


In this case, vide RTI application dated 18.03.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Arun Kumar had sought the following information: -

1.
Certified copy of DPC proposal and proceeding held during 12/2006, 04/2009, 10/2010 and 12./2011 for the officials of the Department of Employment Generation & Training, Punjab; and copy of orders thereafter;

2.
Certified copy of final seniority lists of Senior Assistants / Supdt. Grade II of the Department; 

3.
Certified copy of roster for the posts of Supdt. Grade II; and Employment Generation & Training Officer;

4.
Certified copy of Annual Confidential Report 2010-11, 2011-12 of Arun Kumar, Supdt. Grade-II.


Respondent, vide Memo. no. 3258 dated 18.03.2013, demanded additional document charges amounting to Rs. 136/- towards supply of the information which was duly done by Sh. Arun Kumar on 11.04.2013.


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 22.04.2013.


On 07.05.2013, when the case came up for hearing, Ms. Meenakshi Goyal, appearing on behalf of the respondent PIO had tendered written response to the notice of hearing, which was taken on record.   She had stated that part of the information pertained to the Govt. and the same was made available to her office on 12.04.2013 whereupon the exercise of demanding additional fee and mailing the information by registered post on 22.04.2013 had been completed, within a period of just ten days.  She further stated that the requisite information had already been mailed to the applicant-complainant by registered post on 22.04.2013.   She had also presented a copy of the relevant postal receipt for perusal of the Commission.   

 
However, Sh. Arun Kumar, applicant-complainant had pleaded non-receipt of the same, upon which another set of the information had been handed over to him by Ms. Meenakshi Goyal in the presence of the Commission.  Though Sh. Arun Kumar had sought time to study the same, he had asserted that some of the pages were not legible and had prayed that the respondent be directed to provide better copies thereof, which was ordered accordingly. 


In his complaint before the Commission, Sh. Arun Kumar, the applicant-appellant had alleged that he had tendered in cash the additional document charges demanded by the respondent, who refused to accept the same and hence he had to remit the same by means of Indian Postal Order(s).


This was a matter causing concern and could in no way be given a go by when the Directorate was already seeking fee in cash from the other information seekers.  In view of above facts, the respondent PIO – Sh. Malkit Singh, Joint Director of Employment, office of the Director, Employment Generation & Training, Punjab, SCO 47/1, Sector 17-E, Chandigarh-160017 was issued a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.


Sh. Malkit Singh, the respondent PIO was also directed to be personally present on the next date fixed along with the action taken report on the RTI application so that it could be ascertained whether the information was duly provided to the applicant-complainant within the prescribed time limit of 30 days or not.    


On 03.06.2013, a communication dated 03.06.2013 had received in the Commission whereby complainant had stated that due to sudden death of his close relative, he was going to Delhi and could not attend the hearing and as such, sought an adjournment.  The request of the complainant was acceded to. 

 
The respondent PIO was present and had stated the information sent to complainant under registered cover had been received by him on 23.04.2013.


During the proceedings today, it transpired that complete information on point no. 2 and 3 of the RTI application stands provided to the applicant-complainant.


One more opportunity is granted to the respondent-PIO for presenting before the Commission the relevant records pertaining to the remainder information, on the next date fixed.


Adjourned to 17.07.2013 at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 25.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bharat Bhushan,

796/2, Gaushala Road,

Chowk Gaughat,


Ludhiana-141002

   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana. 




        
 
  …Respondents

AC- 966/13

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Bharat Bhushan in person.



For the respondents: Sh. Jagroop Singh, JE.


Vide RTI application dated 21.12.2012 addressed to the PIO, office of Principal Secretary, Local Govt. Punjab, Sh. Bharat Bushan had sought the following information pertaining to covering the ‘Nala’ (Hole) at Gaushala Road Main Chowk, Gaughat by officers of the Municipal Corporation,  Ludhiana and M/s Rai Constructor, in response to his complaint dated 18.10.2012: -

1.
In Para 1 of the complaint, it was intimated that before covering the ‘Hole’ in question, the grills over the girders covering the said Hole were removed by the M/s Rai Contractors removing three truck-loads of the material and an enquiry had been prayed for.   A copy of the said enquiry report be made available;

2.
In Para 2 of the complaint, it was mentioned that the Hole had been covered without any work order.   What action has so far been taken on this issue?

3.
Names and addresses of the officers looking into the complaint;

4.
If no action is taken on my complainant or it is felt that no action is required to be taken, reasons along with relevant documents be provided.


The application of the applicant was transferred to the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana in terms of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 vide Memo. no. 141 dated 07.01.2013.


Asstt. Commissioner (T), MC, Ludhiana, vide Memo. no. 137 dated 08.02.2013 responded to the applicant declining the information stating that the same had been sought by him in the capacity of President of a registered Body and in terms of Section 3 of the RTI Act, the same was not permissible.  Respondent further advised the applicant-appellant to file first appeal before the First Appellate Authority – Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana in case of dissatisfaction over the information provided. 


However, the applicant filed the first appeal before the Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab on 18.02.2013, who, vide Memo. no. 894 dated 07.03.2013 forwarded the first appeal to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to decide the same in accordance with rules.


The Second appeal had been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 17.04.2013 and according, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 04.06.2013 when no one had appeared on behalf of the respondent.   A phone call had been received from Sh. R.P. Gupta, SDO regretting inability to attend the hearing and seeking another date.   He had further stated that similar information had earlier also been sought by the applicant and the related case had been disposed of by the SIC Sh. R.S. Nagi vide order dated 30.01.2013.   He had assured that he would submit the relevant documents on the next date fixed.


The plea of the respondent was not accepted and as such, the Respondent PIO was directed to provide the appellant point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, per registered post, according to his RTI application dated 21.12.2012, within a period of 15 days, failing which, it was recorded, punitive provisions as envisaged under Section 20(1)(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 could be invoked against him.


Shri R.K. Verma, IAS, Commissioner Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana was to ensure that concerned PIO attends the Commission personally today with one spare set of provided information.


Sh. Jagroop Singh, JE, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered copy of Memo. No. 37 dated 14.06.2013 whereby the point-wise complete information according to RTI application dated 21.12.2012 has been sent to the applicant-appellant by registered post. 


Sh. Bharat Bhushan, the appellant, expressed his satisfaction over the information provided by the respondents.


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










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 25.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Lalit Mohan Batra,

No. 5155,

Modern Housing Complex,

Manimajra,

Chandigarh (UT)


   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mohali.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mohali.




        
 
 
 …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 1097 of 2013

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Lalit Mohan Batra in person.



For the respondents: Sh. Mandeep Dhillon, Tehsildar, Dera Bassi.

In the instant case, Shri Lalit Mohan Batra, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 02.04.2013, addressed to Deputy Commissioner, S.A.S. Nagar, had sought the following information:-

(1) Copies of all the three nishandehi reports, mentioned in your correspondence, including (a) list of all those informed, with the proof thereof, about the time and date of conducting of the nishandehi (b) list of all those present at the time of nishandehi (even if the person did not put in his signatures on the report as a witness), (c ) Under taking by the concerned Kanungo that each one of them conducted the nishandehi as per laid down rules, (d) Copies of all the statements given by Shri Madan Lal and Sh. Shubhkaran to the various civil courts in connection with the respective nishandehi reports since a reference to this effect has been given in your correspondence;

(2) Is any civil court has in any way given you a stay order restraining you or any of the revenue officer from conducting of the nishandehi of any of the khasra No. 25/15/1; 25/15/2/1; 25/15/2/2 village Lohgarh, Tehsil Derabassi, district S.A.S. Nagar. 

(3) When there is no stay from any civil court in India, restraining your field officers to conducting the nishandehi then why the required nishandehi has not been undertaken for the last more than ONE YEAR. This is in spite of the fact that there are orders from the office of the Financial Commissioner to that effect. 

(4) If you have gone through my letter of 15.10.2012 & 30.10.2012, why no action has so far been initiated against Sh. Dharam Singh, the Field Kanungo Dera Bassi. 


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Lalit Mohan Batra had filed first appeal under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 with the First Appellate Authority-cum-Deputy Commissioner, S.A.S. Nagar and thereafter approached the Commission in Second Appeal, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, on 02.05.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 18.06.2013 when it was observed that the Tehsildar, Dera Bassi had sent a reply to the appellant vide letter No. 1148 dated 15.4.2013 containing the information.  Similarly a copy of the order No. 225 dated 23.05.2013 passed by the Deputy Commissioner, S.A.S. Nagar in First Appeal was also supplied to the appellant. 
However, the appellant had stated that provided information is not point-wise and authenticated. 


At this Shri Mandeep Singh, PIO-cum-Tehsildar, Dera Bassi had sought short adjournment to provide the appellant complete, point-wise information which had been granted. 


Sh. Mandeep Singh, Tehsildar, Dera Bassi submitted copy of Endst. No. 236/OK dated 21.06.2013 whereby point-wise complete relevant has been provided to Sh. Batra, the appellant, who has also made a written statement that he is satisfied with the provided information.


Appellant vide letter dated 25.6.2013 have also given in writing that he has received the satisfactory information from Tehsildar, Dera Bassi. 


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

 








Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 25.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner

