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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jiwan Garg s/o Shri Om Parkash Garg,

#B-1/473-A, Opp. Bombay Palace,

Jakhal Road, Sunam, District Sangrur-148028.


…………….
.Appellant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Municipal Council, Sunam-148028.

First Appellate Authority

o/o the Municipal Council, Sunam-148028.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chief Vigilance Officer,

Local Govt. Department., Punjab,

SCO No.131-132, Juneja Building,

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab Urban Development Authority,

PUDA Office Complex, Phas-2, Urban Estate,

Patiala.




 


……………....Respondents

Appeal Case No.119/2013

Present:-
 Shri Jiwan Garg appellant in person..

Shri Atul Sharma, Executive Engineer, Improvement Trust, Bathinda former PIO alongwith Shri Rakesh Garg, CVO-cum-PIO Shri Ashok Arora, EO, Municipal Council, Sunam,  Rajinder Singh, JE, Manpreet Singh, Sr. Asstt. and Satpal Ram, Clerk on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

 
Shri  Jiwan Garg, appellant  vide an RTI  Application dated 6.7.12  addressed to the PIO cum EO, Municipal Council, Sunam, Distt. Sangrur sought certain information on 12 points  mainly pertaining to the inspection of the Municipal Council, Sunam by the   Chief  Vigilance Officer o/o Director, Local Govt, Punjab, Chandigarh during the last week of  June, 2012 or first week of  July, 2012.
         Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated  9.10.12  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 31.12.12 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act.   Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties.
          It is further noted that the perusal of the file reveals that the PIO cum EO, Municipal Council, Sunam  vide letter dated 1744, dated 13.7.12 addressed to Chief Vigilance Officer, o/o Director  Local  Govt. Punjab wrote that since a part of  the information sought vide RTI application pertains  to his office, reply thereof may be sent to the appellant directly by the CVO.   A copy of this letter was also endorsed to the appellant for his information.

           It is also observed that PIO cum EO, Sunam also sent  the requisite information vide letter no. 2363, dated 28.8.12,   letter no, 4446, dated 26.12.12,  dated 22.2.13 and letter dated 2.5.13.
           It is further noted that certain information  was also provided by the SVO o/o  Director, Local govt.  Punjab. 
          It is further  observed that during the intervening period i.e. from the date of filing RTI application to today various proceedings have taken place in this case. However, the appellant have been expressing his regular concern due to  difference in the provided information i.e. by EO, MC, Sunam and   Sr. Vigilance Officer, o/o  DLG, Punjab, Chandigarh, and because of this, appeal case continued for considerable time..

         The case was being heard by the  Ld. CIC on whose level also certain proceedings took place and finally by order dated  5.5.14 he sent the case to the Registry for assigning it to some other Bench as he was to demit  office at the end of his tenure in June, 2014 and accordingly the same was allocated to the Bench consisting of  undersigned SICs.

           This case was fixed for hearing on 19.8.14.   However, a written communication dated 4.8.14 and telephonic message was received from the appellant requesting for an adjournment of the case to some other date.  Acceding to his request, the same was adjourned to  27.8.14 at 12.30 PM for further hearing.   Appellant as well as respondents were informed on phone accordingly.
     During proceedings held on 27.8.14,  Shri Atul Sharma, earlier PIO cum SVO,  now posted in the office of  XEN,  Improvement Trust,  Bathinda  and Rakesh Garg, PIO cum Sr. Vigilance Officer o/o  Director, Local Govt. , Punjab vide their letter dated 27.8.14 submitted in writing that the entire record has been got inspected  by the appellant on 23.4.14.   Since the information pertained to so many offices, therefore, certain delay has been caused in providing the same.  They also  pleaded an unqualified apology before the Commission and stated that no delay would be caused in future in providing the information.  
        It is to mention here that no irregularity was pointed out by appellant in the information provided to him by PIO cum EO, MC,  Sunam.

          In view of the written as well as oral submissions made by the respondents, PIOs, Shri Atul Sharma,  SVO o/o DLG, Punjab and now XEN, Improvement Trust, Bathinda and Shri Rakesh Garg, presently posted as Sr. Vigilance Officer  o/o DLG,  Punjab,  Shri Jiwan Garg, appellant submitted in writing that he is now fully satisfied with the cooperation extended by the respondent – PIOs and requested for the closure of his appeal case.
          In view of the above noted facts, both above named PIOs are cautioned to be careful in future. 

          Now since the information/inspection of record stands provided to the appellant,  no cause of action thus  survives further.  As such the case is disposed of/closed.

(Harinder   Pal Singh Mann)                                               (   B.C. Thakur  )
State Information Commissioner            State Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated:  27.8.14.
