STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Narain Sav

Plot No. 666, New Dashmesh Nagar,

Ayanli Kalan,

Near Govt. Dispensary,

Partap-pura Hambran Road,

Ludhiana.

 




       …Complainant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.
2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o S.H.O.


Police Station Division No. 4,


Ludhiana.




                    ..…Respondents
CC No.  104/13
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Santosh Kumar, ASI.


In the present case, vide application dated 21.11.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Narain Sav had sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005: -

1.
I had made a complaint on 05.12.2009 with the Police Post Jagatpuri.   Please provide an attested copy of the report (complaint) and the DDR;

2.
On 05.12.2009, I was subjected to medical examination with Book No. 921 MLR/BN/173/09 dated 05.12.2009.  Please provide me an attested copy of the same;

3.
Provide attested copies of the complaints made to SSP, Ludhiana; and DIG, Ludhiana with ref. No. DIG/LR dated 05.04.2010; and CR-4017, DR 871/Post dated 24.03.2010, sent by post on 24.02.2010;

4.
An attested copy of my statement recorded in July 2010 by HC Harinder Singh @ Pappu, at PP Jagatpuri, Ludhiana;

5.
An attested copy of my statement recorded by HC Harinder Singh @ Pappu, and Constable Gurmel, in the PP Jagatpuri, Ludhiana;


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 18.12.2012.


On 12.03.2013, during the hearing, Ms. Surinder Kaur, Sub-Inspector had stated that the information pertained to the PS Div. No. 4, Ludhiana.  As such, PIO, office of the S.H.O. PS Div. No. 4, Ludhiana had been impleaded as a respondent who was directed to provide the relevant information to Sh. Narain Sav as per his application dated 21.11.2012, as noted hereinabove and inform the Commission accordingly.   He was also directed to be personally present in today’s hearing.


In the earlier hearing dated 16.04.2013, Ms. Surinder Kaur, Sub-Inspector, appearing on behalf of the respondents, had alleged that during his visit to the respondent office, Sh. Narain Sav managed to take along all the relevant records and he be directed to return the same.   However, Sh. Narain Sav had denied the allegations and had stated that the respondents were coining a new story to evade providing the requisite information.


It was made clear to the parties that the issue of allegations and counter-allegations is not within the purview of the RTI Act, 2005 and as such, respondent was directed to provide the complainant point-wise complete, specific, duly attested, information according to RTI application dated 21.11.2012 within a month’s time.


Sh. Santosh Kumar, appearing on behalf of the respondent, stated that an FIR has been registered against the complainant Sh. Narain Sav u/s 380 Cr. P.C.  He further stated that since the documents have gone missing, no information whatsoever can be provided to the applicant-complainant. 


Complainant is not present.   No communication has been received from him.


Apparently, no information can now be provided by the respondent in view of the facts noted hereinabove.


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


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  29.05.2013



State Information Commissioner


After the hearing was over, the complainant Sh. Narain Sav came present.  He has been apprised of the proceedings in today’s hearing. 









  Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  29.05.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Sukrit Sharda,

50/186, Old Shahpur Road,

Pathankot-145001


        


  
…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Commissioner,

Jalandhar Division,

Jalandhar 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner,

Jalandhar Division,

Jalandhar





        …Respondents

AC- 1338/12
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.


For the respondents: Sh. Nirmal Singh, Supdt.                                                                                                                                               

In the instant case, 
vide application dated 03.07.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Sukrit Sharda had sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2012 pertaining to Sh. Yash Pal Sharma, Tehsildar: -

1.
What was the date of birth of Sh. Yash Pal, Tehsildar, at the time of his first appointment in Govt. service?

2.
What was the date of retirement according to his date of birth at the time of his appointment?

3.
Under what circumstances, the date of birth of Sh. Yash Pal Sharma, Tehsildar was changed before retirement?

4.
Please provide copy of affidavit given by the department in the court supporting the change of date of birth of Sh. Yash Pal Sharma, Tehsildar?

5.
Please provide photocopies of all the documents pertaining to the change of date of birth of Sh. Yash Pal Sharma, Tehsildar.

 
In the hearing dated 21.11.2012, appellant had submitted that the requisite information had not been provided to him by the respondent.   In the said hearing, neither any appearance had been put in on behalf of the respondent nor had any communication been received.   However, in the interest of justice, another opportunity was afforded to the respondent PIO to provide the information within a month’s time under intimation to the Commission.


In the subsequent hearing dated 03.01.2013, a telephonic message had been received in the office from Sh. Sukrit Sharda, the appellant, intimating that due to a call for ‘Punjab Bandh’, he was unable to attend the hearing and as such, had requested for another date.  He had further intimated that no response at all had been received from the respondent PIO.

In the earlier hearing dated 17.04.2013, 
Sh. Nirmal Singh, Supdt. appearing on behalf of the respondents, had reiterated that the requisite information had already been sent to Sh. Sharda by registered post on 30.10.2012.   He had also presented a photocopy of the relevant page of the despatch register. 


A phone call had been received in the office from Sh. Sukrit Sharda seeking exemption from appearance in the said hearing.   He, however, had stated that the requisite information had not been provided to him by the respondents.


For the sake of good order, respondent was directed to once again send the complete information to the appellant according to his RTI application dated 03.07.2012 by registered post and present a copy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission today.


It was, however, observed that all the hearings in the case had taken place after 30.10.2012, the date on which the respondent had reportedly sent the information to the appellant.    As such, the appellant was advised to be present personally today so that the factual position regarding the information sought / provided could be assessed / ascertained.

Sh. Nirmal Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondents, tendered copy of Memo. no. 2138 dated 08.05.2013 whereby the requisite information along with relevant documents has once again been sent to Sh. Sharda per registered post.   The same is taken on record.


A phone call had been received in the office from Sh. Sharda this morning stating that complete information to his satisfaction stands provided.  He further prayed for closure of the case.


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


Copies of order be sent to the parties.










  Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  29.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarsem Jindal,

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala.  







 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue,

Punjab,

Chandigarh.






 
  …Respondent

CC- 413/13
Order

Present:
None for the parties.

In this case, 
vide application dated 06.12.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Tarsem Jindal had sought the following information pertaining to Sh. Rajesh Kumar Verma @ Rajesh Verma, Tehsildar, who was then posted in the office of Commissioner, Patiala Division:


1.
No. of times he was suspended along with reasons therefor;


2.
How was he reinstated each time?


3.
No. of increments stopped.


4.
How is suspension reckoned in official language?


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission on 10.01.2013.


On 06.03.2013, when the case came up for hearing, Sh. Jagmohan Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, had tendered copy of a Memo. no. 2592 dated 04.03.2013 addressed to the complainant, whereby the requisite information had been declined on the ground that the information sought was in the form of a questionnaire and as such, the same could not be provided.    He had also cited a couple of orders passed by the Commission in the past, in support of his contention.


The plea of the respondent was not accepted, as no such restriction is imposed under any provision of the RTI Act, 2005.   Respondent PIO was, as such, directed to provide the complainant point-wise complete specific information, free of cost, by registered post within a month’s time and on the next date, present a copy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission today.


In the hearing dated 23.04.2013, 
Respondents had submitted that the requisite information had been sent to the complainant by registered post on 08.04.2013.  They had also placed a copy of the same on the records.


Complainant was not present nor had any communication been received from him.   He was afforded another opportunity to intimate the Commission if he was satisfied with the response received.


Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.   In the interest of justice, adjourned to 02.07.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









  Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 29.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harvinder Singh

s/o Sh. Ujagar Singh,

VPO Kheri Salabatpur,

Tehsil Chamkaur Sahib,

Distt. Ropar.  




   

 …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue,

Punjab,

Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue,

Punjab,

Chandigarh.
3.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Deputy Commissioner,


Ropar.





       …Respondents
AC - 242/13
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Harvinder Singh in person.


Sh. Inder Singh, Sr. Asstt. for respondents No. 1 and 2;



Sh. Gurinder Singh, clerk for respondent no. 3.


In the instant case, referring to Chief Director, Vigilance Bureau, Punjab, Chandigarh’s letter no. 12780/S-12 dated 10.04.2012 addressed to the Financial Commissioner Revenue, Punjab and annexing a copy of the same, Sh. Harvinder Singh had sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005, vide application dated 30.04.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1: -


1.
Enquiry report No. 2-5 work


2.
Enquiry report no. 1-8 work


3.
A copy of letter no. 114 dated 14.01.2011;


4.
Statements 1-9 work.


Apart from the above, he had also sought the action taken at the government level against Singara Singh, Kanungo, Revenue Halqa Behrampur Bet for reversal of wrongful transfer of Girdawaris etc. 


The present appeal had been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 22.01.2013.


While Sh. Harvidner Singh had stated that complete information had not been provided to him, Sh. Inder Singh, present on behalf of the respondents, had tendered copy of Memo. no. 7746 dated 20.06.2012 whereby the request of the applicant had been transferred to the APIO-cum-DRO, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ropar under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 for providing the information on the last point i.e. action taken at the government level against Singara Singh, Kanungo, Revenue Halqa Behrampur Bet for wrongful transfer of Girdawaris etc. while information on point no. 1 to 4 of the application had been provided by them.   However, no one had put in appearance from the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ropar. 


Since the pending information was available with the Public Information Officer in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ropar, he was impleaded as a respondent and was directed to provide the appellant the requisite information as noted above, latest within a month’s time, by registered post, under intimation to the Commission, because a period of almost nine months had passed even from the date of transfer under Section 6(3) of the Act while for such a transfer, according to Section 6(3) of the Act, a time limit of only five days was prescribed and beyond the said time period, such transfer was in violation of the provisions of the Act.   A copy of the relevant postal receipt was also directed to be presented before the Commission today, for its perusal and records. 


Sh. Harvinder Singh had confirmed that information only regarding the action taken at the government level against Singara Singh, Kanungo, Revenue Halqa Behrampur Bet for wrongful transfer of Girdawaris etc. was pending.


When the case came up for hearing on 23.04.2013, Sh. Gurinder Singh, appearing on behalf of respondent no. 3, had tendered copy of Memo. no. 398 dated 22.04.2013 whereby the requisite information as already provided to him vide letter no. 682 dated 24.07.2012, had been mailed.


However, a communication dated 22.04.2013 had been received from the appellant seeking an adjournment on grounds of ill-health.   He was afforded last opportunity to intimate the Commission if he was satisfied with the information received, since the same had also been sent to him as early as 24.07.2012.


Sh. Harvinder Singh, during the proceedings, today stated that vide a communication dated 01.08.2012, the FCR, on his complaint wrote to the Deputy Commissioner, Ropar for reversal of the wrong Girdawaris sanctioned pertaining to the Govt. land.   However, the same has not been done and this part of the information is still pending.


Since reportedly, the action on the letter of the FCR was to be ultimately taken by the District Revenue Officer, it will be in the fitness of the things if the DRO, Ropar is advised to appear before the Commission on the next date fixed and apprise the Commission of the present status in this regard, which is ordered accordingly. 


Adjourned to 02.07.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 29.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

The District Revenue Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ropar.

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 29.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(99883-12463)

Sh. Raman Kumar Sharma,

No. 2463, Sector 39-C,

Chandigarh



   



 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary (Finance)

Finance Personnel-I Branch,

Civil Secretariat, Punjab,

Chandigarh






        
 …Respondent

CC- 3316/12
Order

Present:
None for the parties.

In the case in hand, vide RTI application dated 23.02.2012 addressed to the office of Chief Secretary, Punjab, Sh. Raman Kumar Sharma had sought information on ten points pertaining to implementation of the recommendations of the 5th Pay Commission Report, with reference to the Punjab State Ministerial Services Union.


In the earlier hearing dated 05.03.2013, the complainant had stated that point-wise information had not been provided by the respondent.   He had further stated that no index had been prepared containing the details of the information provided and as such, it was difficult to ascertain the points on which no information had been provided.   He went on to add that even no forwarding letter covering the information provided had been received from the respondent.   It had further been submitted that the information provided against point no. 8 was incomplete as copies of notifications issued after 27.05.2009 pertaining to pay scales and allowances of various categories of officials, had not been made available by the respondent.


Respondent had tendered a duly sworn affidavit which was taken on record.   He had also provided the applicant-complainant response regarding information sought under point no. 9 and 10 of the application.   Affording another opportunity to the respondent to provide any remainder information to the applicant-complainant within a month’s time, the case was posted to date i.e. April 18, 2013.


When the case was taken up for hearing on 18.04.2013, deficiencies in the information had been handed over by the complainant to the respondent, in black and white, which the respondent was directed to make good within a period of 10 days.   Also copies of the notifications regarding pay scales issued by the State after 14.11.2011 were directed to be provided to the complainant, as pointed out by him. 

This afternoon, a phone call had been received in the office from Sh. Raman Sharma expressing his inability to attend the hearing today; he, however, had stated that the pending information remained as such.


No one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent.   In the interest of justice, another opportunity is afforded to the respondent PIO to do the needful, as already directed.


Adjourned to 02.07.2013 at 2.00 PM.

Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 29.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
 
After the hearing was over, Ms. Sunita Sharma, Sr. Asstt. came present on behalf of the respondent.   She has been apprised of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date fixed. 

 
As already noted above, for further proceedings, to come up on 02.07.2013 at 2.00 PM.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 29.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tilak Raj

s/o Sh. Sewa Ram,

4A/77, Near Sugar Mill,

Dhuri,

Distt. Sangrur






 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Local Govt. Pb.

Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.






 
  …Respondent

CC- 1001/13
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Akhtar Hussain, Sr. Asstt. 


Vide RTI application dated 26.12.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Tilak Raj had sought the following information: -

1.
Certified copy of running roster as on 01.01.2000 for direct recruitment to the post of Accountant Grade-I;

2.
Certified copy of running roster as on 01.01.2001 for direct recruitment to the post of Accountant Grade-I;

3.
Certified copy of running roster as on 01.01.2002 for direct recruitment to the post of Accountant Grade-I;

4.
Certified copy of running roster as on 06.03.2011 for recruitment to the post of Accountant Grade-I by promotion;

5.
No. of sanctioned posts / actual strength of Accountant Grade I for direct recruitment to the post of Accountant Grade-I from 1999 to 2010 including year-wise break up for the said period.


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 01.03.2013.


In the earlier hearing dated 25.04.2013, 
complainant was not present nor had any communication been received from him.   However, Sh. Akhtar Hussain, appearing on behalf of the respondent, had tendered Memo. no. 1051 dated 23.04.2013 enclosing therewith a copy of No. 692 dated 12.03.2013 whereby the requisite information is stated to have been sent to Sh. Tilak Raj, the applicant-complainant.   Complainant was afforded an opportunity to intimate the Commission if he is satisfied with the response received. 

Sh. Akhtar Hussain, appearing on behalf of the respondent reiterated his earlier stand that the complete information as per RTI application dated 26.12.2012 already stands provided to the applicant Sh. Tilak Raj. 


Complainant is not present today again nor has anything to the contrary been heard from him.    He appears to be satisfied with the response received.


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

Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 29.05.2013



State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sunil Aggarwal,

No. 3067/III-27, Gali No. 2,

Kucha Kamboan,

Amritsar.


   




 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Kamla Lahotia SD College,

Daresi Road,

Subhash Nagar,

Ludhiana.







 …Respondent

CC- 114/13
Order

Present:
None for the parties. 

In the present case, vide application dated 20.10.2012 addressed to Kamla Lahotia SD College, Ludhiana, Sh. Sunil Aggarwal had sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005: -

1.
Copies of public tenders floated with regard to construction projects in the college campus, college canteen and all capital items worth over Rs. 1 lakh during the last five financial years; 

2. 
Labour attendance register of the construction and repair work done in the college since April 2011 till May 23, 2012;

3.
Copy of entries w.r.t. building material entered in the incoming / outgoing property register of the college since April 2011 till date; 

4.
Details of capital expenditure on goods only worth over Rs. 1 lakh in the last three financial years and their deprecation value as mentioned in audited statements; 

5.
Did the college ever have the eligibility to receive grants form the UGC, New Delhi for post-graduate courses or category along with undergraduate courses / category?  If yes, a copy of the eligibility certificate be provided;

6.
Details of payments of over Rs. 20 lakh each made by the college to any individual during last ten years;

7.
The year when land meant for the college was transferred to the College management i.e. Shri Sanatan Dharam Sabha (Regd.) Ludhiana by the State Govt.;   Particulars of the notification vide which this authorization was handed over to the Managing Committee of the college.


The present complaint had been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 18.12.2012.


In the earlier hearing, no one had come present on behalf of the respondent and the case was posted to April 18, 2013, when Sh. Sham Lal Bhalla, advocate, appearing on behalf of the respondent, had made written submissions dated 18.04.2013 pleading that the respondent college was not covered in the definition of Public Authority as defined in Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005 and hence not amendable to the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.  A copy of the submissions had also been provided to the complainant who prayed for time to file re-joinder to the same.


Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.    In the interest of justice, another opportunity is afforded to the respondent PIO to do the needful, as already directed.


Adjourned to 09.07.2013 at 2.00 PM.

Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 29.05.2013



State Information Commissioner

After the hearing was over, Sh. Sham Lal Bhalla, Advocate came present on behalf of the respondent.   He has been apprised of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date fixed. 

 
As already noted above, for further proceedings, to come up on 09.07.2013 at 2.00 PM.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 29.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harmanjit Singh Deol,

No. 13/89, Guru Angad Nagar,

Sohian Road,

Sangrur-148001


   



 …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Punjab Urban Development Authority,

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Punjab Urban Development Authority,

Patiala.
 




         …Respondents
AC - 561/13
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.


For the respondent: Sh. Mohinder Singh, Estate Officer. 


Vide RTI application dated 05.10.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Harmanjit Singh Deol had sought to know the details of government houses / accommodation illegally occupied by the 1984 riot victims; name of such riot-victim and the red card number held by him on the basis of which the unauthorised occupation of the house(s) has taken place.   


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 28.02.2013.


In the earlier hearing dated 25.04.2013, 
Sh. Vinod Kumar, appearing on behalf of the respondents, had tendered copy of Memo. no. 7116 dated 03.04.2013 whereby the requisite information was said to have been mailed to the appellant by registered post.


Appellant was not present nor had any communication been received from him.   It was, however, observed that in response to the RTI application dated 05.10.2012, the requisite response had been sent only on 03.04.2013, after a lapse of about six months, which was clearly in against the very spirits of the RTI legislation.  This action of the respondent PIO was against the directions contained in Para 3 of the notice of hearing issued by the Commission.   As such, Sh. Mohinder Singh, Estate Officer, Punjab Urban Development Authority, Patiala was issued a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.


In compliance with the directions of the Commission, Sh. Mohinder Singh, Estate Officer has put in appearance on behalf of the respondents.  Written response dated 22.05.2013 to the show cause notice has also been received from him which is taken on record. 


He has stated that he joined as the Estate Officer only on 03.04.2013 when the requisite information had already been provided to Sh. Deol, the appellant by his predecessor.  He has further submitted that interim reply dated 08.11.2012 had also been sent to the applicant which fact, inadvertently, was omitted to be brought to the notice of the Commission in the earlier hearing and as such, he contended, there has been no wilful or deliberate delay in providing the requisite information.   He has also stated that for providing the information, necessary survey was required to be conducted which was bound to take time and as such, some delay occurred which was beyond his control. 

The explanation submitted by Sh. Mohinder Singh is satisfactory and the Commission is of the view that there was no malafide on the part of the respondent PIO or any of his officials for the delay caused in providing the information and no part of it can be termed as deliberate or intentional. 


Requisite information according to RTI application dated 05.10.2012 already stands provided to the applicant-appellant.


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


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 29.05.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98888-13101)

Sh. Ishar Singh,

Village Tervedi Camp,

P.O. Mubarikpur,

Distt. Mohali



   



 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Dera Bassi (Mohali)




        
 …Respondent

CC- 3300/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Ishar Singh in person.


None for the respondent. 

The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 11.10.2012, by Sh. Ishar Singh stating that the information sought by him from the respondent under the RTI Act, 2005 vide his application dated 01.08.2012 had not been provided.   He had sought information on six points pertaining to installation of Tubewell in village Trivedi Camp, Tehsil Dera Bassi, Distt. Mohali.


In the first hearing dated 05.12.2012, Complainant was not present nor had any communication been received from him.  However, S/Sh. Subhash Modi, Panchayat Officer; and Jatinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, appearing on behalf of the respondent, had stated that they had forwarded the complete information to the complainant on 27.11.2012.  A copy of the said letter had also been presented, which was taken on record. 


In the earlier hearing dated 09.01.2013, again no one came present on behalf of the complainant while Sh. Jatinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary had appeared on behalf of the respondent and submitted that point-wise separate information on all the applications of the complainant had been sent to him by registered post on 08.01.2013.   The complainant again chose to remain absent, without any intimation.


On 17.04.2013, though Sh. Isher Singh, the complainant was present, no one had put in appearance on behalf of the respondent.   Complainant stated that point-wise had not been received by him separately on all the applications made by him.


Respondent was directed to do so now, if not already done, and inform the Commission accordingly. 

Today, no one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent.   In the interest of justice, one final opportunity is afforded to the respondent PIO to provide the applicant-complainant point-wise specific information, duly attested, free of cost, per registered post, according to his RTI application dated 01.08.2012 and present a copy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission for its perusal and records, on the next date fixed.   It should be noted carefully that any further delay in providing the relevant information shall be viewed seriously and may result in invocation of punitive and stringent provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.   Also, reply, if any, to the show cause notice must also be submitted by the next date fixed, positively. 


Adjourned to 09.07.2013 at 2.00 PM.  









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 29.05.2013



State Information Commissioner

After the hearing was over, S/Sh. Jatinder Singh, former Panchayat Secretary; and Rajesh Kumar, the present Panchayat Secretary came present on behalf of the respondent.   They submitted that already the requisite information had been sent to the applicant-complainant by registered post, once in combined form and subsequently, separately according to each RTI application.   They further assured the Commission they would send another set of the point-wise specific information, duly attested, free of cost, per registered post, according to his RTI application dated 01.08.2012.  They have been apprised of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date fixed. 

 
As already noted above, for further proceedings, to come up on 09.07.2013 at 2.00 PM.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 29.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98888-13101)

Sh. Ishar Singh,

Village Tervedi Camp,

P.O. Mubarikpur,

Distt. Mohali



   



 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Dera Bassi (Mohali)




        

 …Respondent

CC- 3301/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Ishar Singh in person.



None for the respondent.


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 11.10.2012, by Sh. Ishar Singh stating that the information sought by him from the respondent under the RTI Act, 2005 vide his application dated 07.08.2012 had not been provided.   He had sought information on six points related to installation of Tubewell in village Trivedi Camp, Tehsil Dera Bassi, Distt. Mohali.


In the first hearing dated 05.12.2012, Complainant was not present nor had any communication been received from him.  However, S/Sh. Subhash Modi, Panchayat Officer; and Jatinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, appearing on behalf of the respondent, had stated that they had not received a copy of the application for information submitted by the complainant.   The same had been provided to them in the said hearing and the Respondent PIO was directed to provide point-wise complete information to the applicant as per his application dated 07.08.23012, within a month’s time, under intimation to the Commission. 

On 17.04.2013, though Sh. Isher Singh, the complainant was present, no one had put in appearance on behalf of the respondent.   Complainant stated that point-wise had not been received by him separately on all the applications made by him.


Respondent was directed to do so now, if not already done, and inform the Commission accordingly. 

Today, no one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent.   In the interest of justice, one final opportunity is afforded to the respondent PIO to provide the applicant-complainant point-wise specific information, duly attested, free of cost, per registered post, according to his RTI application dated 01.08.2012 and present a copy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission for its perusal and records, on the next date fixed.   It should be noted carefully that any further delay in providing the relevant information shall be viewed seriously and may result in invocation of punitive and stringent provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.   Also, reply, if any, to the show cause notice must also be submitted by the next date fixed, positively. 

Adjourned to 09.07.2013 at 2.00 PM.  









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 29.05.2013



State Information Commissioner

After the hearing was over, S/Sh. Jatinder Singh, former Panchayat Secretary; and Rajesh Kumar, the present Panchayat Secretary came present on behalf of the respondent.   They submitted that already the requisite information had been sent to the applicant-complainant by registered post, once in combined form and subsequently, separately according to each RTI application.   They further assured the Commission they would send another set of the point-wise specific information, duly attested, free of cost, per registered post, according to his RTI application dated 01.08.2012.  They have been apprised of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date fixed. 

 
As already noted above, for further proceedings, to come up on 09.07.2013 at 2.00 PM.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 29.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
