STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Vipan Handa,

H. No. 513, Street No. 4-A,

Vijay Nagar,

Amritsar-143001


   



 …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Town Planner,

507, Basant Avenue,

Amritsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Chief Town Planner, Punjab,

7th floor, PUDA Bhawan, 

Sector 62,

Mohali.





         …Respondents

AC - 491/13
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.
For the respondents: S/Sh. Amarjit Singh, Sr. Planning Draughtsman – for respondent No. 1; and Sandeep Kumar, Asstt. Engineer – for respondent No. 2. 


Vide RTI application dated 17.10.2012 addressed to respondent no. 2, Sh. Vipan Handa sought the following information: -

1.
On publication of Master Plan (2010-2031), there were 302 objections and suggestions were given by the general public and local government.  While considering, how many from above (302) objections were dismissed or rejected?

2.
Provide complete details of those objections and suggestions (out of above 302) which were accepted and provide details of action taken thereon till the approval of Master Plan 2010-2031;

3.
As per suggestions and objections, was there any change made or proposed in Draft Master Plan 2010-2031 from 01.04.2010 till the approval of Master Plan 2010-2031?   If yes, provide complete details of modification or alteration done with the details of suggestion and objections against which the change was done;

4.
Give name and address of First Appellate Authority for appeal in case the information requested is not provided?


Respondent No 2, vide Memo. No. I-78 dated 25.10.2012, transferred the application of Sh. Handa to respondent no. 1 with a request to provide the relevant information. 


First appeal before respondent no. 2 was filed on 17.12.2012 which was forwarded to Chief Town Planner, Mohali naming him to be the First Appellate Authority, vide Memo. 26771 dated 24.12.2012.


The Second Appeal has been file before the Commission, received in its office on 22.02.2013.


A communication dated 23.04.2013 has been received from Sh. Handa seeking exemption from appearance in today’s hearing due to a family function.  Written submissions of the said date have also been filed, which are taken on record. 


S/Sh. Amarjit Singh, Sr. Planning Draughtsman; and Sandeep Kumar, Asstt. Engineer, appearing on behalf of the respondents stated that the relevant information has since been provided to Sh. Handa vide Memo. no. 675 dated 25.03.2013 against his acknowledgement.  They placed a photocopy of the same on the records.    However, since the appellant is not present today, he is afforded an opportunity to intimate the Commission if he is satisfied with the information provided by the respondents. 


A copy of the submissions received from Sh. Handa has been handed over to Sh. Amarjit Singh, present on behalf of respondent No. 1, who has been directed to send the necessary response to the applicant-appellant. 


Adjourned to 04.06.2013 at 2.00 PM.

Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-



Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 30.04.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sukhwinder Singh,

President,

Anti Corruption Front (Regd.)

Machhiwara

(Distt. Ludhiana)






 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Local Govt. Pb.

Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.






 
  …Respondent

CC- 1015/13
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Sukhwinder Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Atul Sharma, Sr. Vigilance Officer. 


Vide RTI application dated 24.11.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Sukhwinder Singh sought to know the action taken on letter no. 36/2012 dated 20.10.2012, till date, written by the organisation – Anti Corruption Front, Machhiwara.


Respondent, vide Memo. no. 1951 dated 17.12.2012 informed the applicant about non-receipt of the letter dated 20.10.2012.


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


Sh. Atul Sharma, appearing on behalf of the respondent, has tendered written submissions vide Memo. no. 814 dated 26.04.2013.   He further sought one more month’s time to provide the complete requisite information to the applicant-complainant Sh. Sukhwinder Singh.   The complainant does not object to it and hence the request of the respondent is accepted.

Adjourned to 04.06.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









  Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 30.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ranjit Singh 

Son of Sh. Bhajan Singh,

Village Behrampur,

Tehsil Bassi Pathana,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.





 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Estate Officer (Regulatory),

Greater Mohali Area Development Authority (GMADA)

Sector 62,

Mohali.






 
  …Respondent

CC- 1024/13
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Ranjit Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Daljit Singh Sekhon, Sr. Asstt. 


Vide RTI application dated 15.12.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Ranjit Singh sought a copy of the complaint made against him by Varinder Singh son of Malkit Singh son of Arjun Singh resident of village Behrampur, Tehsil Bassi Pathana, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib for raising construction without approval of PUDA and for carving out a colony. 

The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 09.03.2013.


Today complete information to the satisfaction of the complainant has been provided by the respondent.   Complainant sought certain clarification on one of the points which too has been provided by the respondent in writing and after going through the same, the complainant expressed his satisfaction over the information provided and stated that he had no objection if the case is closed and disposed of. 


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: 30.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Krishan Lal

No. 4815,

Bazar Lappe Shah,

Jagraon,

Distt. Ludhiana.






 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.






 
  …Respondent

CC- 1029/13
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
Sh. Kesar Singh from the office of Director Land Records, Punjab, Jalandhar.  


Vide RTI application dated 07.01.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Krishan Lal and another, sought to know the reasons for withholding the payment of the work of the Revenue Department carried out by them on the orders of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana and tendered their bill which was forwarded by the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana to the respondent department. 

The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 04.03.2013.


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


Sh. Kesar Singh, appearing on behalf of the Director Land Records, Punjab, Jalandhar submitted that the matter, in fact, is not, either directly or indirectly, connected with his office and as such, they were unable to submit anything in the matter.


The contention of the respondent has substance and is, therefore, accepted. 


Perusal of the case file reveals that probably, the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana can throw light on the subject.   As such, PIO, office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana is impleaded as a respondent in place of the existing PIO, office of Director Land Records, Jalandhar.


PIO, office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana is, accordingly, directed to appear before the Commission and state the exact position in the matter.  He is also directed to send the necessary response to the complainant because apparently, he is in know of the facts of the case.


Complainant is also advised to appear on the next date fixed and clarify the facts so that the requisite information could be got provided to him by the Commission.


Adjourned to 06.06.2013 at 2.00 PM.

Copies of order be sent to the parties.









    Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 30.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Suraj Bhan Taneja,

c/o Sh. Kundan Lal,

Near Ranjan Clinic,

Batta Colony,

Fatehabad (Har)
 


        


     …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director,

Tech. Education & Indl. Training, Punjab,

Sector 36-A,

Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director,

Tech. Education & Indl. Training, Punjab,

Sector 36-A,

Chandigarh. 





    
  …Respondents

AC- 989/12
Order

Present:
For the appellant: Sh. K.K. Sharma.
For the respondents: S/Sh. Amrik Singh, Asstt. Director Industrial Training-cum-APIO; and Rashpal Singh


In the instant case, Sh. Suraj Bhan Taneja, vide his application dated 01.03.2012 addressed to the respondent, had sought information on seven points under the RTI Act, 2005, pertaining to the trainings imparted to all the officers of HQ and Principals of Industrial Training Department, Punjab, from January 2010 to February, 2012. 


When the case came up for hearing on 29.01.2013, the respondents had submitted that the requisite information had been provided to the appellant under the cover of their letter dated 13.09.2012.   They had also placed on record a copy of the same.   


As no one came present on behalf of the appellant, he was directed to file his observations / objections, if any, to the information provided, with the respondent, who would thereafter remove the same within a period of three weeks.   Apart therefrom, explanation dated 28.01.2013 in response to show cause notice had been received from the respondent PIO which was taken on record. 


When the case came up for hearing on 13.03.2013, the respondents submitted that all the information available on records with them has already been provided to the appellant.   However, the pending information in fact pertained to various Industrial Training Institutes in the State and the same could be obtained by the applicant by making separate applications to the respective PIOs.

Since the application for information was made on 01.03.2012, respondent was directed to procure the pending information from the concerned quarters and make it available to the applicant.


Today, the respondents tendered copy of Memo. No. 685 dated 26.04.2013 addressed to Sh. Suraj Bhan Thaneja said to be containing the remainder information.    The same has been handed over to Sh. K.K. Sharma, present n behalf of the appellant.   He, upon perusal of the same, prayed for an adjournment, which is granted.

To come up on 06.06.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 30.04.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Dalwara Singh Bhinder, Advocate,

Chamber No. 168 (Ground Floor)

District Courts,

Patiala.   







 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Punjab Urban Planning & Development Authority,

Phase 2,

Urban Estate,

Patiala.






 
  …Respondent

CC- 542/13
Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Alankar Arora, advocate.


For the respondent: Sh. Mohan Pal, Superintendent.


In the case in hand, vide application dated 10.12.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Dalwara Singh Bhinder had sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005 pertaining to road construction and development works in Phase 2, Urban Estate, Patiala during the year 2012: -

1.
Certified copy of the proposal of construction and development works of roads and parks; 

2.
Certified copy of agreement between PUDA and Contractor for above said construction and development work of roads and parks;

3.
Whether the works of maintenance and construction of parks and roads have been awarded by quotations or by tenders?

4.
Certified copy of work order or agreement between PUDA and Contractor.


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 21.01.2013.


When the case was taken up for hearing on 14.03.2013, Sh. Alankar Arora, present on behalf of the complainant, had stated that the information had been provided by the respondent only two days back and as such, had sought time to study the same, which was granted.


Today, Sh. Arora has communicated to the respondent present, in writing the deficiencies / discrepancies in the information provided, with a copy of the same to the Commission.


Respondent PIO is directed to remove the objections of the complainant within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.


The complainant shall intimate the Commission if he is satisfied with the response, when received.


Adjourned to 06.06.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 30.04.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Chand Singh,

H. No. 722, Sector 80, 

PO Sohana,

Mohali






   

 …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Punjab School Education Board,

Mohali

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Punjab School Education Board,

Mohali





    
   …Respondents

AC - 177/13

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Chand Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Varinder Madan, Supdt. 


In this case, vide RTI application dated 11.10.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Chand Singh had sought the proceedings from 11.07.2000 to 11.10.2012 regarding agenda item no. 13 of the Board Meeting held on 11.07.2000 for regularization of about 450 officials from the date of their joining, and the copies of correspondence with the Finance Department with reference to Finance (Local Audit Wing) letter no. 14(311)/3402 dated 16.08.2000, after 05.04.2000.


First appeal before respondent no. 2 – First Appellate Authority had been filed on 27.11.2012 and the Second Appeal had been preferred before the Commission on 09.01.2013.


On 07.03.2013 when the case came up for hearing, Sh. Varinder Madan, appearing on behalf of the respondents, had stated that this matter was pending in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in a Civil Writ Petition no. 14522 of 2001 titled – ‘Chand Singh vs. State of Punjab and others’ and the next date fixed by the court was 15.05.2013.    He had further submitted that unless the said Civil Writ Petition was disposed of, no part of the information sought by the applicant-appellant could be parted with. 


On the other hand, Sh. Chand Singh, the appellant, had submitted that the said Civil Writ Petition pending in the Hon’ble High Court was on a different footing and had no relevance with the information sought by him.   As such, the respondent PIO was directed to submit a detailed and clear written reply, in the form of a duly sworn affidavit, in today’s hearing.


In compliance with the directions of the Commission, Sh. Varinder Madan, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered a Memo. No. 263 dated 26.04.2013 enclosing therewith copy of Memo. No. 930 (609) dated 03.04.2013 along with copies of the relevant documents, whereby the requisite information, in clear terms, has been provided to Sh. Chand Singh, the appellant.


Upon examining the response of the respondent, the Commission is of the view that complete information as available on records since stands provided to the applicant-appellant according to his RTI application dated 11.10.2012 and that no further information in response to the said application can now be provided by the respondent.

Though the appellant was trying to level allegations against the respondent, the Commission is not the appropriate forum to agitate such issues and hence the same cannot be taken up.


Since complete information stands provided to the applicant-appellant, 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: 30.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Shimla Garg & Er. Arun Garg,

No. 40, Central Town,

V. Daad,

P.O. Lalton,

Distt. Ludhiana-142022
 



             …Appellants
Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana,

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.



                                ..…Respondents

AC 1720/12
Order

Present:
For the appellant: Sh. Harminder Singh.


For the respondent: Sh. Santosh Kumar, ASI.


In the instant case, vide application dated 09.05.2012 addressed to respondent No. 1, Ms. Shimla Garg and Er. Arun Garg had sought information on ten points regarding complaint no. 68 dated 05.12.2011 sent by post to the respondent, wherein statement of the applicant had been taken by ASI In charge, PP Lalton, under PS Sadar, Ludhiana in February, 2012 under the RTI Act, 2005.


First appeal before the First Appellate Authority had been filed on 23.06.2012 whereas the Second Appeal had been preferred before the Commission.


When the case was taken up for hearing on 26.02.2013, while Sh. Arun Garg had stated that no response had been received from the respondents to the application dated 09.05.2012 seeking the information, the respondents had submitted that investigation in the matter had been concluded only the previous day and the report for final approval had been forwarded to the Deputy Commissioner of Police.   They had assured the Commission that the requisite information would be provided to the applicants very shortly.


On 16.04.2013, both the appellant and the respondent different on the point of the information provided.   While Ms. Surinder Kaur, present on behalf of the respondent, had stated that complete information had already been provided, Sh. Arun Garg, the appellant had stated that point-wise information had not been provided by the appellant and only copies of certain documents had been provided which were stated to be containing the information.


Respondent was afforded another opportunity to provide the appellants point-wise complete, specific, duly attested, information according to RTI application dated 09.05.2012 within a fortnight.


Sh. Harminder Singh has come present on behalf of the appellant; however, he is without any authority letter in this behalf.


Sh. Satnosh Kumar, ASI, appearing on behalf of the respondents, stated that even the point-wise complete information has been provided to the applicant-appellant in terms of Memo. No.  115 dated 23.04.2013 with a copy endorsed to the Commission.   He further stated that exactly the same information had earlier also been sought by Sh. Garg and the relevant case being AC No. 1237/12 stands disposed of by the SIC Sh. Surinder Awasthi on 23.10.2012.    Perusal of the relevant documents confirmed the statement of the respondent.


In view of the foregoing, 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: 30.04.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Prem Kumar Gupta,

190-E, Kithclu Nagar,

Ludhiana-141001


   



 …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chief Administrator,

Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority (GLADA)

PUDA Complex, Near Rajguru Nagar,

Ferozepur Road,

Ludhiana-141001

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Department of Housing & Urban Development, Punjab,

(Housing-I Branch)

Sector 9, 

Chandigarh.





         …Respondents

AC - 508/13
Order

Present:
For the appellant: Sh. S.S. Kahlon.
For the respondent: Sh. Rajinder Singh, ADO-APIO – for respondent no. 1; and Ms. Surinder Pal Kaur, Sr. Asstt. for respondent No. 2. 


Vide RTI application dated 16.04.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Prem Kumar Gupta sought the following information pertaining to completion of Missing Link-1 and formalities to be completed for payment of compensation for acquisition of land as per order of the Hon’ble High Court passed on 08.02.2012 in CWP No. 3466 of 2011: -

1.
Details of steps taken since 08.02.2012 to complete the Missing Link-I in Phullanwal village and adjoining area as per the order of the Hon’ble High Court passed on 08.02.2012 in CWP No. 3466 of 2011.   The details were to include, inter alia, the following: -


(a)
Tenders called or not to complete the stretch of Missing Link-I;


(b)
Steps taken to remove the hurdles, f any, in construction of Missing Link-1;


(c)
Any other steps taken for construction of road;


(d)
Present status of acquisition of land for Missing Link-2;

2.
Details of steps taken to comply with the observation of the Hon’ble High Court with regard to complete the acquisition proceedings notified vide notification dated 07.06.2010 relating to above referred Missing Link-1 without prejudice to the rights of the State Government in terms of earlier notification since 08.02.2012;

3.
If some of the information on the above points is digitalized, the same be provided on CD duly secured with ID Code;

4.
Requested for inspection of relevant records, the working hours and days for inspection to be intimated to him. 


Respondent no. 1, vide Memo. no. 10758 dated 27.09.2012 transferred the application of the applicant to respondent no. 2 in terms of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, who, vide Memo. no. 3269 dated 10.10.2012, provided the information.   This was contested by Sh. Gupta vide his letter dated 29.11.2012.

First appeal before the first appellate authority – Respondent No. 2, is stated to have been filed on 30.11.2012 while the Second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 26.02.2013.


During the proceedings, it transpired that certified copies of the relevant documents remained to be sent to the appellant by the respondent.   Though it was submitted that they have already sent the same to Sh. P.K. Gupta, the same do not appear to have been received by him.   However, the respondents assured the Commission that they would do so now, once again to which Sh. Kahlon, present on behalf of the appellant, agreed.


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: 30.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarsem Jindal,

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala.



   



    …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub-Registrar,

Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Bathinda. 





          …Respondents

AC - 519/13
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondents: Sh. Rakesh Kumar, clerk. 


Vide RTI application dated 01.11.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Tarsem Jindal sought to know the details of the deficiency in stamp duty in the sale deeds registered, detected by the District Internal Investigating Officer and the Audit Office, Punjab, Chandigarh against the various Tehsildars and further sought to know the amount of such deficiency and the deficiency made good therefrom. 


Failing to get the necessary response as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Jindal filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority – Respondent No. 2 on 10.12.2012 who transferred the same to the Tehsildar, Bathinda vide Memo. No. 2357 dated 20.12.2012 in terms of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


Though later the first appellate authority disposed of the first appeal vide order dated 02.01.2013 when the PIO had been directed to send a copy of the information to the appellant, the Second Appeal has been preferred by Sh. Jindal on 23.02.2013, received in the office of Commission on 26.02.2013. 


Sh. Rakesh Kumar, appearing on behalf of the respondents, submitted that the relevant information has already been provided to the applicant-appellant in terms of endorsement no. 04/RTI dated 20.01.2013 who now seeks the deficiencies in stamp duty during the tenure of individual Sub-Registrars / Joint Sub-Registrars which is not available as such and as per the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005, the information as it exists has only to be provided which has already been done.


The respondent has a point and therefore, the Commission agrees with the same.


Appellant is not present today nor has any communication been received from him.


Since the complete information as available on records, according to the RTI application dated 01.11.2012 stands provided to Sh. Jindal, the case in hand is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 30.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Surinder Kumar

s/o Sh. Bhagwan Dass,

R/o Fatehgarh Churian,

Tehsil Batala,

Distt. Gurdaspur



   


 …Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Director,

Urban Local Bodies,
Amritsar.

2.
Public Information Officer,


Municipal Council,


Fatehgarh Churian

(Distt. Gurdaspur)





…Respondents

CC- 3665/12
Order

Present:
None for the parties.

In this case, vide application dated 30.07.2012, Sh. Surinder Kumar had sought under the RTI Act, 2005 a copy of the complaint filed by him against Saroop Lal; action taken report on the same along with a copy of the enquiry report.


The present complaint had been filed by him before the Commission, received in its office on 21.11.2012.


When this case came up for hearing on 29.01.2013, Sh. Gurparkash Singh, appearing on behalf of respondent no. 1, had submitted that the information in question was to be provided by the Municipal Council, Fategarh Churian as the application for information was addressed to it.   He had further stated that the request of the applicant had been transferred to the said office under the cover of their Memo. No. 7069 dated 07.09.2012.


While impleading the Public Information Officer, Municipal Council, Fatehgarh Churian as a respondent, it was made clear that the prescribed time limit for transfer of the application according to Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 is only five days and beyond the said period, it becomes the responsibility of the recipient of the application to procure and provide the requisite information to the applicant.


As the application for information was addressed to the Municipal Council, Fatehgarh Churian, it was directed that respondent No. 2 would provide the applicant the requisite information within a month’s time under intimation to the Commission.


When the case came up for hearing on 13.03.2013, S/Sh. Harjinder Singh; and Baldev Singh, clerks appearing on behalf of respondent no. 2 had submitted that the requisite information had been mailed to the applicant-complainant vide registered letter No. 102 dated 12.02.2013.  As the complainant was not present, he was afforded an opportunity to inform the Commission if he was satisfied with the information provided.

Complainant was not present n the earlier hearings dated 29.01.2013 and 13.03.2013 and same is the case today.   It appears he is not interested either in the information or in pursual of the case.


Therefore, 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: 30.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Surinder Kumar

s/o Sh. Bhagwan Dass,

R/o Fatehgarh Churian,

Tehsil Batala,

Distt. Gurdaspur



   


 …Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Director,

Urban Local Bodies,
Amritsar.

2.
Public Information Officer,


Municipal Council,


Fatehgarh Churian

(Distt. Gurdaspur)

 



…Respondents
CC- 3666/12
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In the case in hand, vide application dated 30.07.2012, Sh. Surinder Kumar had sought under the RTI Act, 2005 a copy of the notice issued to Rekha Rani Pawan Kumar, Ward No. 3 under Section 195; as also the action taken in this regard.


The present complaint had been filed by him before the Commission, received in its office on 21.11.2012, stating the requisite information has not been provided.


When this case came up for hearing on 29.01.2013, Sh. Gurparkash Singh, appearing on behalf of respondent no. 1, had submitted that the information in question was to be provided by the Municipal Council, Fategarh Churian as the application for information was addressed to it.   He had further stated that the request of the applicant had been transferred to the said office under the cover of their Memo. No. 7069 dated 07.09.2012.


While impleading the Public Information Officer, Municipal Council, Fatehgarh Churian as a respondent, it was made clear that the prescribed time limit for transfer of the application according to Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 is only five days and beyond the said period, it becomes the responsibility of the recipient of the application to procure and provide the requisite information to the applicant.


As the application for information was addressed to the Municipal Council, Fatehgarh Churian, it was directed that respondent No. 2 would provide the applicant the requisite information within a month’s time under intimation to the Commission.


When the case was taken up for hearing on 13.03.2013, S/Sh. Harjinder Singh; and Baldev Singh, clerks appearing on behalf of respondent no. 2 had submitted that the requisite information had already been sent to the applicant-complainant.  However, they could not present a copy of the relevant communication.   
As the complainant was not present, he was afforded an opportunity to inform the Commission if he is satisfied with the information so provided.


Complainant was not present n the earlier hearings dated 29.01.2013 and 13.03.2013 and same is the case today.   It appears he is not interested either in the information or in pursual of the case.


Therefore, 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: 30.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
