                        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

      SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri R.C.Verma, 

A-76, Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar.
                                                                                             Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions, (Colleges)

Punjab, PSEB  Complex, Sector 62,

S.A.S.Nagar Mohali.

First Appellate Authority, 

 O/o Director Public Instructions, (Colleges)

Punjab, PSEB  Complex, Sector 62,

S.A.S.Nagar Mohali                                                                        Respondent  
                                                      AC No.  1387  of 2014

Present: Appellant in person.
              Dr. Jagtar Singh, Dy. Director  (C&P) O/O  DPI ©,  Punjab with 


    Shri Gurcharan Singh, Sr.  Asstt.
ORDER:



Shri R.C. Verma,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 15.10.13 , addressed to PIO  o/o DPI ©, Punjab, PSEB  Complex, Phase-8, Mohali  sought certain information on  following 5  points in compliance of  order dated 1.10.2012 of Punjab and Haryana High Court  passed in LPA no. 920-2012 and connected appeals:- :-

i)Certificate of  verification by the DPI office that gratuity has been paid to all the retirees of  Hindu College, Amritsar with interest as per order.

ii)Certificate of vertification by the DPI office that Leave Encashsment has been paid to all the retirees of Hindu College, Amritsar with interest as per order. 
iii)Certificate of vertification by the DPI office that Leave Provident Fund has been paid to all the retirees of Hindu College, Amritsar with interest as per rules. 

iv)Certificate of vertification by the DPI office that enhanced salary arrears w.e.f. 1.1.2006 have been paid to all the retirees of Hindu College, Amritsar with interest as per rules. 

v)Certificate of vertification by the DPI office that all the retirees of Hindu College, Amritsar have been paid full and final retiral benefits as  as per order and the rules. 


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 11.2.14  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 1.4.14  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act.   Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During the hearing of this case today, it is noted that Dy. Director (C&P) had sent a  reply to the appellant vide letter dated  16.5.14 that copy of the certificates demanded by the appellant cannot be issued to him.


I have perused the case file and heard  both the parties.


It is noted that through the appellant has not drafted  his RTI application to the point but it appears that appellant wants  to ascertain about the retirees who had been paid all the benefits such as gratuity, leave encashment, GPF etc. by the Hindu College, Amritsar  as per letter  no. 11/205/07-3 Edu. 1/67, dated 1.1.2008 written by the Special Secretary, Higher Education to the DPI ©  Punjab,  Chandigarh.


As such, since no correct, point-wise information has been supplied to the appellant,    Shri Jagtar Singh, PIO cum Dy.  Director (C&P) o/o DPI ©, Punjab is directed to ensure that the point-wise correct, complete and  duly attested information about the retirees of  Hindu College,  Amritsar who have been paid their retiral dues is supplied to the appellant free of cost under registered cover within a period of 7 days from today.  

Shri Jagtar Singh, PIO cum Dy.  Director (C&P) o/o DPI ©, Punjab is further directed to attend the Commission personally on the next date of hearing with one spare set of  provided information.


Adjourned to 5.6.14 at  11.00 AM.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:29.5.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

Shri Jagtar Singh, PIO cum                         (REGISTERED)
Dy.  Director (C&P) o/o DPI ©, Punjab

PSEB Complex,  Sector 62, Mohali.

For necessary compliance. 

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:29.5.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

                                          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                              SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Nazar Singh s/o Shri  Joginder Singh,

r/o Village  Gobindgarh, P.O. Jugiana
                                                                                         Distt. Ludhiana.                                                                                  Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats, 

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, 

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali-160062. 

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats, 

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, 

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali-160062                                                              Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 1415   of 2014

Present: Shri Taranjit Singh, authorized rep. of Appellant.
               Ms. Preet Mohinder Kaur,  Sr. Asstt.
ORDER:



Shri Nazar Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 26.10.13, addressed to PIO o/o DRDP, Punjab,  Mohali  sought certain information on  3 points pertaining to complaint/recovery against ex-Sarpanch  Shri Nirmal Singh,  of village Gobindgarh,  Distt.  Ludhiana.


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 7.3.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 7.4.14  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act.  Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case today, it is noted that a communication vide letter dated  13.5.14 has been received in the Commission  under the signatures of  Shri Pardeep Singh Kaleka, PIO CUM Addl. Director, Panchayats, Punjab in which he has mentioned that same information was demanded by the appellant  in CC no. 174 of 2014 which was disposed of by the SIC on 6.3.14.  At Sr. no. 3, appellant is demanding the action taken report  of the DDPO,  Ludhiana on letter no. 4790, dated 22.8.13.   In this regard it is to mention here that the said report was received from the DDPO, Ludhiana in the office of  DRDP,  Punjab.   However, since no conclusion was arrived at by the DDPO, in his report, the same was  returned back   vide letter  dated 26.12.13.   Again this report being without any conclusion was returned back to the DDPO vide letter dated 15.1.14 and since then no report has been received from the DDPO, Ludhiana so far.

Ms. Preet Mohinder Kaur, appearing  for PIO o/o DRDP, Punjab stated that only two days back report have been received from DDPO,  Ludhiana and same have been putup  to DRDP,  Punjab for orders.    She further stated that as and when orders are passed by DRDP,  Punjab,  action taken report shall be supplied to appellant.


However, it is noted that no information on points no. 2 and 3 have been supplied.  Point no. 2 pertains to the BDPO, Ludhiana-2 and information on point no. 3 pertains to the action  to be taken  on  the DDPO,  Ludhiana  letter no. 4790, dated 22.8.13.    As such,  BDPO,  Ludhiana-2  and DDPO, Ludhiana are  treated as necessary parties.

  As such, the PIO office of DRDP,  Punjab is directed:-

i) to supply action taken report on point no. 3  to the appellant  within a period of 15 days free of cost under registered cover.

ii) Similarly, BDPO, Ludhiana-2 is directed to supply the necessary information to the applicant on point no. 2 which is as under:-

“attested copy of  receipt as a token of recovery made from from  ex-Sarpanch,  Nirmal Singh.”

 within  10 days under registered cover.
iii) Both  PIO office of DRDP,  Punjab and Shri Dhanwant  Singh Randhawa, BDPO,  Ludhiana-2 are directed to appear before the Commission on the next date of  hearing.

Adjourned to  17.6.14 at  11.00 AM.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:29.5.2014



               State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-

i) Public Information Officer                                  (REGISTERED)
            office of Director,  Rural Dev. & Panchayats

            Punjab,  Mohali  (BY NAME)
ii) Shri Dhanwant  Singh Randhawa,                    (REGISTERED
            Block Dev. &  Panchayat Officer

            Ludhiana-2.
    Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:29.5.2014



               State Information Commissioner. 

                                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

      SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Kumar s/o Sh. Buta Ram 

r/o Vill. Nawan Salemshah,

T ehsil & Distt. Fazilka.
                                                                 Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Panchayat Secretary Gram Panchayats 

Salemshah, Distt. Fazilka.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Panchayat Secretary Gram Panchayats 

Salemshah, Distt. Fazilka.                                                             Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 1416   of 2014

Present: Appellant in person.

    Shri  Harnam Chand, Panchayat Secretary for respondent,
ORDER:


Shri Surinder Kumar,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 6.12.13 addressed to PIO  o/o  BDPO,  Fazilka sought certain information on the installation of street lights, expenditure incurred and payments made for such installation in   5   in village  Salem Shah, Distt. Fazilka  by the then Sarpanch,  Gram Panchayat  Salem  Shah, Distt. Fazilka  during the period from  2012 to 2013, 

On the receipt of this RTI Application by the  BDPO,  Fazilka, he transferred the same to Shri Harnam Chand, PIO cum Panchayat Secretary, vide letter dated 10.12.13 under the provisions of  section 6(3) of the Act ibid for providing information directly to the appellant and a copy of this letter was also endorsed to the appellant for his information.


However, since no information was provided, the appellant  filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated  22.1.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and still failing to get any information, the appellant approached the Commission in second appeal  on 7.4.14  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act.   Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

During hearing of this case today, Shri Harnam Chand, Panchayat Secretary, village  Salem Shah stated that the requisite information has already been  sent to the appellant vide letter no. 1101, dated 27.3.14 under registered cover.  He also handed over one copy of the supplied information to the Commission for its perusal  and record.


Since the appellant denied having received any information, one set of the documents containing the  information was handed over to him in the Commission today.   


A perusal of the provided information further reveals that the same is in accordance with the RTI Application dated 6.12.13 filed by the appellant.  As such, no cause of action survives and the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:29.5.2014



           State Information Commissioner. 

                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

      SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhdev Singh s/o Shri Inder Singh
                                                                                         r/o Vill. & P.O. Kot Dharamchand Kalan,

Tehsil and Distt. Tarn Taran.                                                         Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Tarn Taran.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Distt. Development & Panchayats Officer,

Tarn Taran.                                                                                  Respondent    

                                                      AC No.1421  of 2014

         Present:  Appellant in person.

              Shri Lakhvinder Singh, Supdt. for respondents.
ORDER:



Shri Sukhdev Singh, ` Appellant vide an RTI application dated 14.10.13 addressed to PIO cum BDPO, Distt. Tarn Taran  sought certain information for the period  from 2006 to 2013 pertaining to the construction of  toilets and houses under Indira Awas Yojna. 



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 18.11.13 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  27.3.14  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

During  hearing of this case today,  Shri Lakhwinder Singh, Supdt. o/o BDPO, Tarn Taran  stated that the information demanded by the appellant pertained  to the toilets constructed  and houses built under the Indira Awas Yojna during the period from 2006 to 2013.    The information regarding construction  of houses  under Indira Awas Yojna was provided to the appellant earlier and now remaining information pertaining to construction of  toilets in the villages of  Tarn Taran Block is being handed over to the appellant in the Commission today.   As such, he also delivered one set of  documents containing the information regarding construction of  toilets in the villages of  Tarn Taran  Block during the period from 2006 to 2013  to the appellant in the Commission itself.

Now since the complete information stands supplied to the appellant, the case is disposed of/closed.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:29.5.2014



           State Information Commissioner. 

                                STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

      SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Singh 

s/o Sh. Darshan Singh,

Vill. Talwandi Nahar

P.O. Mohan Bhandari,

Tehsil Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar.                                                                      Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Distt. Dev. & Panchayats Officer,

Amritsar.                                                                                                 Respondent                                                     

                                      AC No. 1032  of 2014

Present:

Shri Surinder Singh appellant in person;

 Smt. Shukla Devi, BDPO , Ajnala;

 Distt. Amritsar.



ORDER:



Shri Surinder Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 22.8.2013 addressed  to the  PIO o/o B.D.P.O. Block Ajnala,  sought certain information on 6  points pertaining to the Income and details of expenditure incurred by the Gram Panchayat Vill. Talwandi Nahar on the execution of various works for the period from 1.6.2008 to 31.5.2013. 



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  cum DDPO, Amritsar vide letter dated  26.12.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 21.2. 2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

On the last date of hearing i.e. 24.4.14, appellant Shri Surinder Singh stated that he has not been provided pointwise correct information neither by Shri Om Parkash PIO cum  V.D.O. , Gram Panchayat Village Talwandi Nahar,  Block Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar nor by  F.A.A. Smt. Sukhla Devi. BDPO, Ajnala.


The perusal of the provided information revealed that the same was not in accordance with the RTI application filed by appellant. As such it had to be believed that  the total lackadaisical approach had been adopted by  the respondent  PIO cum .V.D.O.. Shri Om Parkash, in providing the complete information to the appellant. Similarly, Smt. Sukhla Devi, BDPO, Block Ajnala, had been noticed not taken any initiative in ensuring the  supply of pointwise, correct and complete information to the appellant. 

Though   she also happened  to be first appellate  authority, who wass expected to decide the Ist appeal filed by the appellant at her level by passing a speaking order.


As such commission treated BDPO Ajnala as deemed PIO, for the purpose of providing, pointwise information to the appellant and she was further directed to ensure that the pointwise, correct, complete and duly attested information is supplied within a period of 10 days free of cost under registered   cover to the appellant. Both Smt. Sukhla Devi, BDPO, Ajnala and  Shri Om Parkash , V.D.O. Gram Panchayat , Vill. Talwandi Nahar, were further directed to  appear before the commission personally, on next fixed date with one spare set of   provided information to the appellant and the case was adjourned to today.


During the hearing  of this case today,  Ms. Shukla Devi, BDPO,  Ajnala handed over a set of documents vide letter no. 5, dated 24.5.14 to the appellant  containing the information.  She also supplied one copy of above letter to the Commission containing the information for perusal and record. Appellant also expressed his satisfaction with provided information.

Now since the complete information in this case stands supplied, the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:29.5.2014



       State Information Commissioner. 
                                     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

      SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Singh 

s/o Sh. Darshan Singh,

Vill. Talwandi Nahar

P.O. Mohan Bhandari,

Tehsil Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar.                                                                    Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Distt. Dev. & Panchayats Officer,

Amritsar.                                                                                                  Respondent   

                                                      AC No. 1033  of 2014
Present:

Shri Surinder Singh appellant in person;

Smt. Shukla Devi,  BDPO , Ajnala; Distt. Amritsar.
ORDER:



Shri Surinder Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 22.8.2013 addressed  to the  PIO o/o B.D.P.O. Block Ajnala,  sought certain information on 2  points pertaining to the year-wise details of auction money collected/ spent by Gram Panchayat  from Panchayat land of vill. Talwandi Nahar, Block Ajnala for the period  from 2008 to 2013. 



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  cum DDPO, Amritsar vide letter dated  26.12.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 21.2. 2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

On the last date of hearing i.e.  24.4.14, appellant Shri Surinder Singh stated that he has not been provided pointwise correct information neither by Shri Om Parkash PIO cum  V.D.O. , Gram Panchayat Village Talwandi Nahar,  Block Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar nor by  F.A.A. Smt. Sukhla Devi. BDPO, Ajnala.


The perusal of the provided information further revealed that the same was not in accordance with the RTI application filed by appellant. Therefore,   it had to be believed that the total lackadaisical approach had been adopted  both by  the respondent  PIO cum V.D.O. Shri Om Parkash, and Mrs. Shukla Devi, BDPO, Ajnala, in providing the complete information to the appellant. Similarly, Smt. Sukhla Devi, BDPO, Block Ajnala, had not taken any initiative in ensuring the supply of pointwise, correct and complete information to the appellant. 


Though   she also happened to be first appellate authority, who was expected to decide the Ist appeal filed by the appellant at her level by passing a speaking order.


As such commission treated BDPO Ajnala as deemed PIO, for the purpose of providing, pointwise information to the appellant.  She was further directed to ensure that the point-wise , correct, complete and duly attested information is supplied within a period of 10 days free of cost under registered   cover to the appellant. Both Smt. Sukhla Devi, BDPO, Ajnala and  Shri Om Parkash , V.D.O. Gram Panchayat , Vill. Talwandi Nahar, were directed to  appear before the commission personally, on next fixed date with one spare set of   provided information to the appellant and the case was adjourned to today.


However, during the hearing of this case today,  Ms. Shukla Devi, BDPO,  Ajnala handed over a set of documents vide  letter no. 6 dated 24.5.14 to the appellant in the Commission , containing the information.  One set of provided information has also been given   to the Commission   for its perusal and record. After perusal, appellant has expressed his satisfaction with   provided information.

Now since the complete information as per record stands supplied to the appellant,  the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 29.5.2014



      State Information Commissioner. 
                         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
                                   SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Govinder Singh,

s/o S. Ganda Singh, 
House No. 404, ward no. 2,

Ram Basti, Khalifa Bagh, Dhuri Road,

Sangrur.-148001.                                                                                 
  
Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director  Public Instructions,Punjab,

(Secondary Education),  Vidhya Bhawan,

Sector 62, Mohali.  (Being a Head of the Deptt
                                                                                                       
    Respondent

                                                          CC No. 804  of 2014

Present:  Shri Darshan Singh son of the complainant.

     Dr. Jarnail Singh,  Asstt. Director (School  Admn. 2)  o/o DPI (SE)


     Punjab.

ORDER:


Shri Govinder Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 13.1.2014  addressed to the Director  Public Instructions,(Sec. Education) Punjab, Mohali, sought  2 points  information i.e.:-

i) copy of charge-sheet recommended by the DEO, (SE), Sangrur  vide letter  no. 6/314-11 Estt. 2(1), dated 15.11.11 and vide no. 92/2/4/12, dated 30.3.12 against Shri Darshan Singh,  Science Master, High School,  Tunga, Distt. Sangrur.

ii) Inspection report done  by DEO (SE), Sangrur  of Govt. High School, Runga on 19.10.11.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 26.2.2014.


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 Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


On the last date of  hearing i.e. 29.4.14, it was noted that Asstt. Director, (SA 2)  vide letter  no.24/24-14/A-2(2), dated  24.1.14 had informed the complainant that he cannot be provided the information, the same being third party as per provisions  contained in Section 8 of the RTI Act, 2005.


As such before further action in the matter was considered to be taken, the complainant was directed to file an affidavit duly attested by Magistrate/Notary Public on or before the next date of hearing justifying the larger  public interest involved in seeking the information which pertained to third party.


Similarly, Dr. Jarnail Singh, PIO cum Assistant Director (School Admn. 2) was directed to appear in person before the Commission on the next date of hearing with the written submissions, action taken report and records for the perusal of the same by the Commission and the case was adjourned to today.


During the hearing of this case today,  Dr. Jarnail Singh, Asstt. Director (SA 2)  stated that the requisite  information on both the points have been supplied to the appellant. Shri Darshan Singh s/o appellant,  who is present in person,  also expressed his full satisfaction with the provided information.   As such, no cause of action survives.  The case is therefore, disposed of/closed.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 29.5.2014


   
 State Information Commissioner. 

                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

           SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Singh s/o 

Sh. Darshan Singh,

Vill. Talwandi Nahar 

P.O. Mohan Bhandari,

Tehsil Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar.           



             Appellant

Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Ajnala.

First Appellate Authority, 

Distt.  Development & Panchayats Officer,

Amritsar 










Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 1086   of 2014

Present:   Appellant in person,
                 Ms. Shukla Devi, BDPO,  Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar.
ORDER:


Shri Surinder Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated  22.8.13 , addressed to PIO o/o  BDPO, Block  Ajnala,  sought income and expenditure details of Gram Panchayat Talwandi Nahar, Tehsil  Ajnala  pertaining to the land measuring 3 kanals and 10 marlas of   Maria (Jatan) due to its auction.


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 26.12.13 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on   3.3.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties.

 
On the last date of  hearing i.e.  7.5.14, it was noted that Shri Surinder Singh, appellant had received information from Shri  Om Parkash, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat  Talwandi Nahar, Tehsil Ajanala, Distt.  Amritsar on 28.1.14 under his signatures, and copy of this letter had also been received in the Commission for its perusal and record.


After perusing the provided information and discussing the same, vis-à-vis RTI  Application, it was observed that the same was not in accordance with RTI Application dated  22.8.13 filed by the appellant.


Similarly, First Appellate Authority cum BDPO  Ajnala had not decided at all the first appeal dated  26.12.13.   It was further  noted that since the officers were busy in the past in connection with Lok Sabha Elections, therefore,  one more opportunity was given to Mrs. Shukla Devi, BDPO, Ajnala  to ensure that point-wise complete, correct and duly attested information is supplied by the BDPO under her signatures to the appellant within a period of 10 days free of cost under registered cover.


Both Mrs. Shukla Devi, BDPO,  Ajnala and Shri Om Parkash, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat  Talwandi Nahar, Block Ajnala  were directed to be  present on the next date of hearing.


Both Mrs. Shukla Devi, BDPO,  Ajnala and Shri Om Parkash, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat  Talwandi Nahar, Block Ajnala were also directed to file an affidavit duly attested by the  Magistrate/Notary Public certifying therein that the complete information based on its record had been supplied to the appellant as per his RTI  Application and nothing had been concealed and the case was adjourned to today

During the hearing of this case today,  Ms. Shukla Devi, BDPO,  Ajnala handed over a set of documents vide  letter no. 4 dated 24.5.14 to the appellant in the Commission  containing the information.  One set of provided information was also given to the Commission  for its perusal and record. Appellant after its perusal expressed his satisfaction with the provided information.

Now since the complete information as per record stands supplied to the appellant,  the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated 29.5.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                  SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurnam Singh/Janga Ram. 

Ex-Sarpanch, s/o  Sh. Sadhu Ram,

Vill. Kheri Gujran,

P.O. & Tehsil Dera Bassi,
Distt. S.A.S.Nagar,                                                                      
           Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director, Rural Development 

And Panchayats, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan,

Sector 62, Mohali.                                                                                           Respondent

                                                          CC No. 583   of 2014

Present:

Shri Gurnam Singh, complainant in person;

Shri Harpreet Singh, Clerk. for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:


Shri Gurnam Singh complainant vide an RTI application dated  4.12.2013 addressed to the Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali  sought the copy of the enquiry report marked by the D.R.D.P. Pb to the D.D.P.O. Mohali vide letter no. 7375, dated 31.10.2013.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 6.2.2014.


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 Act ibid. and notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 3.4.2014.


During hearing of this case on 3.4.2014, Smt. Pushpa Rani appearing on behalf of PIO cum Additional Director Panchayats Shri Pardeep  Kalke, stated that no enquiry report has been received by the o/o D.R.D.P. Pb. from the D.D.P.O. Mohali so far. 


Since no information was stated to have been supplied to the applicant complaint. Shri Gurminder Singh Sarao, Distt. Development & Panchayats Officer, Mohali, was directed to appear personally on the next fixed date, with written submissions, action taken report and record for the perusal of the same by the commission before the penalty provision under section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 were considered to be invoked against him.


Shri Pardeep Kalke, PIO  cum Additional Director Panchayats, o/o D.R.D.P. Pb. Mohali was also directed to attend the commission either in person  or to depute the APIO  with written submissions and action taken report  and record on the next  fixed date. The case was adjourned to 7.5.2014 at 11.00 A.M.


On the last date of hearing i.e. 7.5.14,  Shri Gurminder Singh Sarao, Distt. Development & Panchayats Officer, Mohali, stated  that he, as well as BDPO Derabassi, were quite busy  during the past one month, due to the Lok Sabha Elections and would be busy till counting on 16th May, 2014 and  requested   for an adjournment to some other date for  hearing so that  he could produce before the commission entire record pertaining to the information sought by the complainant alongwith action taken report. 

In view of above submission made by the DDPO Mohali, the case was adjourned to  today  for further hearing.
Today, during hearing, Shri Harpreet Singh, Clerk  appearing on behalf of  DDPO,  Mohali handed over a copy of enquiry report sent by the DDPO, Mohali to the DRDP,  Punjab vide letter no. 6497, dated 27.5.14 to Shri Gurnam singh complainant in the commission.   

After perusal of the said enquiry report, the complainant expressed his satisfaction  with the provided information.   The case is  therefore, disposed of/closed.  
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 29.5.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

                                     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                  SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sanjay Sehgal,

SCO 88, New Rajinder Nagar, 

Jalandhar city-144001
                                                                                         
Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Millennium Public School 

Jalandhar.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o The Millenium Public School,

Jalandhar.                                                                                                           
Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.   1152 of 2014

Present:  None for appellant.

               Shri Vishal Aggarwal, advocate for the respondent  Millenium Public School,

               Jalandhar.
ORDER:



Shri Sanjay Sehgal,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 21.10.13 , addressed to PIO, The Millennium School, Kapurthala Road, Jalandhar sought certain information on  15 points. 



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 8.1.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act ibid.  However,  still for no response,  subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 18.2.14  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties.

                On the last date  of hearing i.e. 13.5.14, Shri Vishal Aggarwal, advocate appearing on behalf of the respondent  School, filed written submissions mentioning therein that Millenium Public School Jalandhar is not a Public Authority as defined  under  u/s 2(h) of RTI Act, 2005.   He also enclosed with it  judgment dated 29.3.2010  of this Commission in support of his version.


 It was also noted that a fax letter duly signed by  Shri Sanjay Sehgal had been received in the Commission on 13.5.14 wherein he had shown his inability  to attend the Commission on that date.   He was accordingly  directed to file written submissions on or before the next date of hearing in support of his contention that the respondent is a public authority and is amenable to provide the information.


It was also made clear that failing to file written submissions by him or to attend the Commission either in person or through his authorized representative, the ex-parte proceedings in the matter will be taken and the case was adjourned to today.


During the hearing of this case today,  Shri Vishal Aggarwal, advocate appearing on behalf of the  respondent The  Millennium School, Kapurthala Road, Jalandhar states that respondent school is not a Public Authority and as it does not qualify to be covered  under  Section 2(h) of the Act ibid,  therefore,  is not amenable to provide information.


Before arriving at any conclusion, the  Section 2(h)  of the Right to Information Act, 2005 whichdefines the term, ‘public authority’, is reproduced as under:-

2(h)  “public authority” means any authority or body or institution of self-government  established or constituted:-

(a)  by or under the Constitution;

(b)  by any other law made by Parliament;

©   by any other law made by State Legislature;

(d) by notification issued or order made by the appropriate Government

      and includes any—

(i)  body owned, controlled or substantially financed;

(ii)  non-Government Organisation substantially financed, directly or indirectly by funds provided by the appropriate Government.

Therefore, the plain language of the Section makes it clear that unless it is proved that the school was  ‘owned’, ‘controlled’ or  ‘substantially financed’  directly or indirectly  by funds provided by the appropriate Government, it cannot be held to be a public authority within the meaning of  Section 2(h).  From the facts placed on record, as discussed in the preceding  paragraphs, it is obvious that the respondent school is not a public authority.   It is neither owned nor is its management run or  ‘controlled’ by government.  It has also not received funds/aid, directly or indirectly from government.   It is, in form and substance, a private body.”
 
It is further noted that despite affording sufficient  opportunity on two occasions to the appellant i.e. on  13.5.14, and today to defence his appeal case, neither he  appeared before the Commission  nor deputed any of his representative for the same.   

It is also noted that the appellant, Shri Sanjay Sehgal through an E-mail received in this commission on 26.5.14  has sent in writing that a major boost to transparency in school admissions, the Hon’ble  Delhi High Court has ruled that private unaided schools will be covered under the RTI Act.  However,  the appellant has not cited any specific judgment of Delhi High Court for perusal of  the Commission   wherein it has been held that private  unaided schools will be covered under the RTI Act. Thus no substantial written submissions have been made in support of his contention that the Millenium school is a Public Authority.

Shri Vishal Aggarwal, advocate appearing on behalf of the  respondent PIO, The  Millennium School, Kapurthala Road, Jalandhar further stated that  the School  is not getting any grant in aid, or any other financial support or funds, either from State Govt. or from Central Govt.   The school is privately managed and as such is not covered under  the definition of  Public Authority as enshrined  in Section 2(h) of RTI Act, 2005.

In view of facts brought on record, the Commission is of the view that   The  Millennium School, Kapurthala Road, Jalandhar is a   privately  managed institution which is not getting any aid, financial support or funds either from State Govt. or  Central  Govt.   

It is   further observed that as  per law laid down by  Hon’ble Supreme Court in the case titled Thalappalam Ser. Coop.  Bank Ltd. And others   Vs.  State of  Kerala and others  (Civil Appeal no. 9017 of  2013 (arising out of  SLP © No.  24290 of  2012), decided on 7.10.2013,  the School does not qualify to be a Public  Authority as defined in Section 2(h) of RTI Act, 2005.   As such, the School is not liable to  provide  any  information to the appellant.


In view of the facts noted above, the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 29.5.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                 SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sanjay Sehgal,

SCO 88, New Rajinder Nagar, 

Jalandhar city-144001
                                                                                        
Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chairman Lawrence International School 

G.T.Road Bye Pass, Jalandhar-144009.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Chairman Lawrence International School 

G.T.Road Bye Pass, Jalandhar-144009.                                                                     
Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.   1153 of 2014
Present: 
 None for appellant.

          

Shri Gurdial Singh Riyar, Office Supdt. Lawrence International School 

                
Jalandhar

ORDER:


Shri Sanjay Sehgal,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 28.10.13 , addressed to PIO,  Lawrence International  School. G.T. Road Bye-pass, Jalandhar sought certain information on 15  points. 



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 8.1.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 10.3.14   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
                On the last date of hearing i.e. 13.5.14, Shri Gurdial Singh Riyar, appearing on behalf of the respondent –  Lawrence International School  Jalandhar stated that he would   file detailed submissions  on or before the next date of hearing.  


It was also noted that a fax letter duly signed by  Shri Sanjay Sehgal has been received in the Commission on 13.5.14 wherein he had shown his inability  to attend the Commission on that date.   He was accordingly  directed to file written submissions on or before the next date of hearing in support of his version that the respondent is a public authority and is amenable to provide the information.


It was also made clear that failing to file written submissions by him or to attend the Commission either in person or through his authorized representative, the ex-parte proceedings in the matter will be taken and the case was adjourned to today for further hearing.

During the hearing of this case today, Shri Gurdial Singh Riar, Supdt. appearing on behalf of the  respondent PIO, Lawrence International  School. G.T. Road Bye-pass, Jalandhar handed over a copy of  letter  dated 20.5.14 duly signed by the Chairman  of the School, wherein it has been mentioned that Lawrence International  School. G.T. Road Bye-pass, Jalandhar is privately owned school and is not receiving any financial assistance  from the Central or State Govt.   On this letter, the DEO (SE), Jalandhar has further made an endorsement mentioning that the School is not getting any aid.

Further, before arriving at any conclusion, Section 2(h)  of the Right to Information Act, 2005, which defines the term, ‘public authority’,  is reproduced as under:-
2(h)  “public authority” means any authority or body or institution of self-government  established or constituted:-

(a)  by or under the Constitution;

(b)  by any other law made by Parliament;

©   by any other law made by State Legislature;

(e) by notification issued or order made by the appropriate Government

      and includes any—

(i)  body owned, controlled or substantially financed;

(ii)  non-Government Organisation substantially financed, directly or indirectly by funds provided by the appropriate Government.


Therefore, the plain language of the Section makes it clear that unless it is proved that the school was  ‘owned’, ‘controlled’ or  ‘substantially financed’  directly or indirectly  by funds provided by the appropriate Government, it cannot be held to be a public authority within the meaning of  Section 2(h).  From the facts placed on record, as discussed in the preceding  paragraphs, it is obvious that the respondent school is not a public authority.   It is neither owned nor is its management run or  ‘controlled’ by government.  It has also not received funds/aid, directly or indirectly from government.   It is, in form and substance, a private body.”

 
It is further noted that despite affording an opportunity to the appellant i.e. on  13.5.14, and today, neither he has  appeared before the Commission  nor deputed any of his representative to defend his case.   


It is also noted that the appellant, Shri Sanjay Sehgal through an E-mail received in this commission on 26.5.14  has sent in writing that a major boost to transparency in school admissions, the Hon’ble  Delhi High Court has ruled that private unaided schools will be covered under the RTI Act, However, the appellant has not cited any specific judgment of Delhi High Court for perusal of  the Commission   wherein it has been held that private  unaided schools will be covered under the RTI Act.


As such  in view of facts brought before the commission, it has to be concluded that Lawrence International  School. G.T. Road Bye-pass, Jalandhar  is a   privately  managed institution which is not getting any aid, financial support or funds either from State Govt. or  Central  Govt.   


It is  further noted that as  per law laid down by  Hon’ble Supreme Court in the case titled Thalappalam Ser. Coop.  Bank Ltd. And others   Vs.  State of  Kerala and others  (Civil Appeal no. 9017 of  2013 (arising out of  SLP © No.  24290 of  2012), decided on 7.10.2013,  the School does not qualify to be a Public  Authority as defined in Section 2(h) of RTI Act, 2005.   As such, the School is not liable to  provide  any  information to the appellant.


In view of the facts noted above, the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 29.5.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

                               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                 SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sanjay Sehgal,

SCO 88, New Rajinder Nagar, 

Jalandhar city-144001
                                                                                       
Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Bawa Lalvani  Public School 

Kapurthala.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Bawa Lalvani Public School,

Kapurthala..                                                                                                             
Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.   1154 of 2014

Present:   None for appellant.

               Shri  N.S. Boparai, advocate  with Sh. B.S. Dhillon, advocate

               For respondents
ORDER:



Shri Sanjay Sehgal,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 28.10.13 , addressed to PIO, Bawa Lalvani Public School, Guru Kripa Complex no. 1, Jalandhar Road, Kapurthala  sought certain information on  15 points. 



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 8.1.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 10.3.14  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

On the last date of hearing i.e. on 13.5.14, Shri N.S. Boparai, advocate appearing on behalf of the respondent – Bawa Lalvani Public School, Kapurthala stated that they have not received copy of the appeal case filed before the Commission.   Accordingly, the same was supplied to him in the Commission.  Similarly, he stated that he will  file detailed submissions  on or before the next date of hearing.  


It was also noted that a fax letter duly signed by  Shri Sanjay Sehgal had been received in the Commission on 13.5.14 wherein he had shown his inability  to attend the Commission on that date.   He was accordingly  directed to file written submissions on or before the next date of hearing in support of his contention that the respondent is a public authority and is amenable to provide the information.


It was also made clear that failing to file written submissions by him or to attend the Commission either in person or through his authorized representative, the ex-parte proceedings in the matter would  be taken and the case was adjourned to today.

During hearing of  this case today, Shri N.S. Boparai, advocate appearing on behalf of the respondent – Bawa Lalvani Public School, Kapurthala  submitted a copy of judgment of  Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court,  dated 4.8.2010, in CWP no. 13676 of 2010 in the case of  Kuldeep Singh  Vs. State of  Punjab and another.   He further stated  that the School is  not getting any grant in aid, or any other financial support or funds, either from State Govt. or from Central Govt.   The school is privately managed and as such is not covered under  the definition of  Public Authority as enshrined  in Section 2(h) of RTI Act, 2005.


Shri N.S. Boparai, advocate further made a prayer before the Commission that the case may be adjourned to some other date to enable him to file his written submissions.   Acceding to his request the case is adjourned to  3.7.2014 at 11.00 AM.


Similarly,  Shri Sanjay Sehgal, appellant is afforded last  opportunity  to appear  before the Commission or depute his authorized representative to defend his case and to file written submissions in support of his defence failing which it shall be presumed that he has nothing to say in his defence and the ex-parte proceedings shall be taken.

Adjourned to  3.7.2014 at  11.00 AM.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  29.5.2014
                                            State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

Shri Sanjay Sehgal,                            (REGISTERED)
SCO 88, New Rajinder Nagar, 

Jalandhar city-144001
 
For necessary compliance.    
   Chandigarh.


                                       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  29.5.2014
                                           State Information Commissioner. 

                                           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

      SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harpal Dass s/o  
Shri Ami Chand,

c/o Punjab Pagri House, 
Geeta Bhawan Road,

Dirba Distt. Sangrur.                                                                                Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal,

Govt. Sr. Sec. School, 
Dirba, Distt. Sangrur.

First Appellate Authority, 

District Education Officer 
(S.E.) Sangrur.







Respondent    

                                                      AC No.1355  of 2014
Present:            None for the  Appellant.


    
   Shri Gurtej Singh, Principal, Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Dirba, Distt. Sangrur.

ORDER:



Shri Harpal Dass, Appellant vide an RTI application dated  19.10.13 addressed to PIO cum Principal, GSS School, Dirba,  sought certain information on 2  points. 



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 8.2.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  27.3.14  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act. Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 27.5.2014.



On the last date of hearing i.e. on 27.5.2014, it was noted that certain information had been supplied to the appellant vide letter no. 261, dated  30.1.14.   However, Shri Ashwani Kumar, authorized representative of  appellant stated that neither he had still received attested photo copies of  page no. 24 and 25 of the Service Book nor details about his revised pension.  


In view of it, Shri Gurtej Singh,  Principal, Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Dirba, Distt. Sangrur was directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant within a period of two days from  the last date of hearing i.e. 27.5.2014.


He was further directed to attend the Commission on the next fixed date with one spare set of provided information for its perusal and records and the case was adjourned to 29.5.14 for further hearing.


During the hearing of this case, today, Shri Gurtej Singh, Principal, Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Dirba, Distt. Sangrur, hands over to the commission a letter dated 28.5.2014, written and signed by the appellant Shri Harpal Dass, wherein it is  mentioned that he has  received the complete information on 28.5.2014,   as such his case may be disposed of.


In view of the above facts, the case is disposed of/closed.  
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:29.5.2014



       State Information Commissioner. 

                                    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                 SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Baldev Raj s/o Shri Amar Ram,

# 1, vill. Abhun, P.O. Chakwal

Tehsil & Distt. Fazilka.                                                                       Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Development & 

Panchayats Officer, Fazilka.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Distt. Development & 

Panchayats Officer,

Fazilka.                                                                                            Respondent   
                                                      AC No. 1123   of 2014
Present: 

None for the appellant.




Shri Arun Jindal, BDPO Fazilka for the respondent PIO.
  

ORDER:

Shri Baldev Raj, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 14.11.13 addressed to PIO o/o BDPO, Fazilka  sought certain information on  9 points. 


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 16.12.13 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   on   6.3.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 8.5.2014.



On the last date of hearing i.e. 8.5.2014, it is noted that no information had been supplied to the appellant   despite lapse of more than 6 months.   It was further observed that none had appeared in the Commission on behalf of the respondent PIO cum BDPO as well as on behalf of DDPO, Fazilka.


Accordingly, last opportunity to Shri Arun Kumar, BDPO, Fazilka and Shri Rakesh Kumar, DDPO,   Fazilka was granted.   Both were directed to supply to the appellant point-wise, correct, complete and duly attested information, free of cost under their signatures within a period of  10 days from the last date of hearing, under registered cover.  


Both were directed to attend the Commission personally on the next fixed date with one spare set of  provided information and the case was adjourned to  29.5.2014.


During the hearing of this case today, i.e. 29.5.2014, Shri Arun Jindal, BDPO Fazilka submitted the commission a letter No.RTI/1576 dated 27.5.2014, under the signatures of D.D.P.O Fazilka, wherein it has been mentioned that the complete information have been provided to the appellant. A duly signed letter from the appellant acknowledging the receipt of demanded information to his satisfaction, has also been presented with this letter.


In view of the above, since complete information stands supplied to the appellant, the case is disposed of/closed. 
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:29.05.2014



     State Information Commissioner
                                               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                          SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Puran Singh                   
  

s/o Shri Inder Singh s/o Sh. Wazir Singh,

r/o Valle shah Hittar (Gulabba Bhani)

Tehsil & Distt. Fazilka                                                                Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Deputy Commissioner,

(Manrega Cell), Fazilka

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 1140    of 2014

Present:

None for the complainant.




Shri Arun Jindal BDPO Fazilka for the respondent PIO.
ORDER:


Shri Puran Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 6.11.2014 addressed to the A.D.C. Fazilka  sought certain information pertaining to the execution of works under the MANREGA Scheme in village Valle shah Hitharh, (Gulaba Bhaini) Block  and  Distt. Fazilka for the period from 1.2.2012 to onwards.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 7.4.2014.


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 Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case today, Shri Arun Jindal, BDPO Fazilka submitted the commission a letter no. SPL 001 dated 28.5.2014, wherein it has been mentioned that the complete information have been provided to the complainant. A duly signed letter from the complainant acknowledging the receipt of demanded  information has also been presented with this letter. 


In view of the above facts, since complete information stands supplied to the complainant, the case is disposed of/closed.
Chandigarh.







    (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 29.5.2014


   
               State Information Commissioner. 

