STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(WWW.infocommpunjab.com) 

Appeal Case No. 1051 of 2012
Dated of decision: 06.02.2013

Sh. Gurbhajan Singh,S/o Sh. Basant Singh,

C/o Sh. Gurbaj Singh, R/o 163, 
Gali No-6 Sant Avenue,G.T.Road,

Amritsar







                     
…Appellant 

Vs
1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar

2. First Appellate Authoritys
O/o Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar


        
                  …Respondents
Present:
None present.  

For the respondent: Smt. Jaspal Kaur, Tehsildar, Ajnala. (98145-43201)

ORDER

1.
The RTI application of Sh. Gurbhajan Singh is dated 08.02.2012 whereby he has sought information on 3 points qua change of name in the revenue record from Gurcharan Singh alias Gurbhajan Singh to Gurbhajan Singh. On not getting the requisite information he is stated to have filed appeal first with FAA on 26.04.2012 and then second appeal in the Commission on 01.08.2012.

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 05.09.2012 through video conference in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar. 

3.
Sh. Gurbhajan Singh complainant in the instant case is neither present at today’s hearing in the Commission nor any intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence.

4.
Smt. Jaspal Kaur, Tehsildar, Ajnala is present in the Commission and submits reply to the Notice vide letter no. O/K 96 dated 05.02.2013 which is taken on record.     She  states  that  the  information  seeker Sh. Gurbhajan Singh  Pawar had  given 
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applications in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar and SDM, Ajnala with the intention of getting change in name existing in girdawari as well as jamabandi record. The applicant desires to get his name changed in the revenue record from Gurcharan Singh alias Gurbhajan Singh to Gurbhajan Singh only. She further states that as per provision of para no.7.28 (ii) Punjab Land Record Manual, the change in applicant’s name cannot be made and for this purpose applicant has remedy in approaching the Civil Court which is competent authority to take decision on the issue. About the aforementioned provision, the applicant was intimated by registered post bearing letter no. O/K 94 dated 16.01.2013 by the PIO-cum-Tehsildar Ajnala which the former has refused to take and the same has been received in the office of PIO undelivered. In the end, the respondent PIO submits that the intention of the applicant is not getting the requisite information as available on record but getting the revenue record changed in girdawari and jamabandi registers which is not permissible in view of the provisions of revenue law. In the end, she requests that as explained, the case may be disposed of. 

5.
After going through the record and hearing the PIO –cum Tehsildar, Ajnala, it emerges that the applicant has filed his RTI application with intention of getting the revenue record changed which is within the jurisdiction of Civil Court. The basic purpose of RTI is to provide the information as available on record of the PIO. The information seeker at time thinks that the Act can help in getting the redressal of his complaint by taking action at subsequent stage by the PIO concerned, which is not the purpose of the Information Act. Last opportunity given to the appellant to follow up his case has also not been availed. Agreeing with the contention of the PIO, it is observed that the 
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information sought is not held by the PIO and information seeker may approach the Civil Court to get the intended relief of getting the change in the revenue record, if he so desires. In view of aforementioned, the case is closed and disposed of. 

6.
 Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

   Sd/-  

Chandigarh






       (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.02.2013


                             State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1475 of 2012
Sh. Sarabjit Singh Minhas,

R/o # 1375, Street Chobran Wali, Verka,

Amritsar.
  

             
              



 …Appellant

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Nagar Council, Fatehgarh Churian, 
Distt. Gurdaspur. 




2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Nagar Council,Fatehgarh Churian, 

Distt. Gurdaspur.






       …Respondents

Present: 
Sh. Sarabjit Singh Minhas complainant in person. (98722-58726).
For the respondent: Sh. Mukhwinder Singh, Sanitary Inspector, O/o Nagar Council, Fatehgarh Churian, Distt. Gurdaspur. (97803-52605 )
ORDER 


1. Sh. Sarabjit Singh Minhas appellant in the instant case is present in the Commission and states that though the information has been provided yet there are following deficiencies therein:-


i)

On point no.3, the copies of Rules for transfer of property. 



ii)
On point no.11, the period from which Sh. Baldev Singh, Clerk was appointed on ad-hoc basis.



iii)
The income tax returns of Sh. Baldev Singh, Clerk for three years. 

2. Sh. Mukhwinder Singh, Sanitary Inspector, O/o Nagar Council, Fatehgarh Churian, Distt. Gurdaspur is present in the Commission and states that the deficiencies pointed out by the appellant shall be removed within one week. 
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3. After hearing both the parties, the PIO office of Nagar Council, Fatehgarh Churian, Distt. Gurdaspur is hereby directed to remove the deficiencies pointed out by the appellant within 7 days from today. 
4. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 22.02.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
5.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

     Sd/- 
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.02.2013


                             State Information Commissioner
  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1480 of 2012 

  Dated of decision: 06.02.2013

Sh. Sarabjit Singh Minhas,

R/o # 1375, Street Chobran Wali, Verka,

Amritsar.
          
                             
             
              

  …Appellant

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o General Manager, Punjab Roadways,

Amritsar.




2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director, State Transport. 

Punjab, Chandigarh.



                          
…Respondents

Present:
Sh. Sarabjit Singh Minhas complainant in person. (98722-58726)   
For the respondent: Sh. Dhirender Pushp, Superintendent-cum–APIO 

office of General Manager, Punjab Roadways Amritsar-II (94644-45509) 
ORDER
1.
The RTI application of Sh. Sarabjit Singh Minhas is dated 08.09.2011 whereby he has sought information on 20 points pertaining to Sh. Nagina Singh,(Retd.) Driver No.142 mentioned in his RTI application. On not getting the requisite information he is stated to have filed appeal first with FAA on 23.08.2012 and then second appeal in the Commission on 11.10.2012.

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 26.11.2012 in the Commission. 

3.       Sh. Sarabjit Singh Minhas appellant in the instant case is present in the Commission and states that the complete requisite information has been provided by the respondent PIO office of GM. Punjab Roadways Amrtisar-II. He further requests that the case may be disposed of. 

4. Sh. Dhirender Pushp, Superintendent-cum–APIO office of General Manager, Punjab Roadways Amritsar-II is present in the Commission and states that since the complete requisite information has been provided to the appellant, the case may kindly be disposed of. 
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5. After hearing both the parties, it is observed that complete information has been provided by then PIO to the satisfaction of the appellant and now no more action is required in this case. In view of this, the case is closed and disposed of. 
6. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/- 
Chandigarh







(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.02.2013.


      

       State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1520  of 2012

Date of decision: 06.02.2013
Sh. Naurang Singh Dahiya

R/o #1508/47-B Street No.6,

Harkrishan Nagar, New Shimalapuri 

 Gill Road Ludhiana.Mobi-9417147400
            
              

  …Appellant

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer 

Patiala.



2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab

Jeevan Deep Building
Sector-17 Chandigarh
                   
       …Respondents
 
Present:
None present for the appellant. 

For the respondent: Sh. Gurpal Singh, Senior Assistant O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab Jeevan Deep Building Sec.-17 Chandigarh

ORDER
1.
The RTI application of Sh. Naurang Singh Dahiya retired ADTO is dated 03.04.2012 whereby he has sought information on 4 points pertaining to his salary, other payments, etc. On not getting the requisite information he filed appeal first with FAA on 31.05.2012 and then second appeal in the Commission on 18.10.2012.

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 05.12.2012 in the Commission. 
3.
Sh. Naurang Singh Dahiya appellant in the instant case did not attend the hearing on 05.12.2012 and 04.01.2013. Today also, he is not present during the hearing in the Commission. 
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4.
Sh. Gurpal Singh, Senior Assistant O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab Jeevan Deep Building Sector-17 Chandigarh is present in the Commission. The respondent PIO submits reply in shape of affidavit incompliance with the Courts order dated 04.01.2013 which is taken on record. Besides, he states that the affidavit has been provided to the information seeker stating that, “ the information sought for by the applicant/appellant Sh. Naurang Singh regarding his emoluments for the months of 5/90, 5/92,  and 12/92 is more than 20 years old and the same could not be retrieved from the old record  of this office despite a good deal of efforts made by this office. In the year 1993 there were floods in Patiala city which had caused huge damage to the record of this office and the possibility of the record pertaining to the emoluments of the applicant/appellant for the said period having been destroyed cannot be ruled out. As far as the information/record regarding his salary for 7/94 is concerned, it also being about 20 years old could not be located from the old record of this office. It may be added that this office was shifted in the past to the present building in the Mini Secretariat and due to shifting, the said record also seem to have been lost in transit. The applicant/appellant in order to satisfy himself is at liberty to visit this office and he would be extended full cooperation.” The respondent PIO also states that since no more information is to be provided the present case may kindly be disposed of. 
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5.
After perusing the record available on file it is observed that the information sought for by the appellant is not held by PIO as is evident from the affidavit furnished by the latter. The appellant also has not attended any of the three hearings of the Court.  Under the circumstances, there is no other way than furnishing the affidavit to the effect that the sought for information is not available on record of the PIO. With this observation, the case is closed and disposed of.  
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 







 




 Sd/- 
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.02.2013


                             State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Complaint Case No. 2258 of 2012
Sh. Shiv Kumar

R/o # 5, Gali No.1-B,

Guru Nanak Nagar, 

Patiala
       
                                         
 


 …Complainant

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o General Manager 

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation.

Budhlada, District- Mansa

2.
Public Information Officer, 





 

O/o General Manager Administration, 
PRTC, Patiala

      


                    
 …Respondent
 
Present:
Sh. Shiv Kumar complainant in person. (9463207554) 
For the respondent: Sh. Ajaib Singh, Superintendant, (94746-11048 ) and Sh. Rampal, Senior Assistant, office of General Manager Pepsu Road Transport Corporation Budhlada, District- Mansa.
ORDER 

1. Sh. Shiv Kumar complainant in the instant case is present and states that information on the point 2 pertaining to “A copy of enquiry report of Sh. Major Singh, Driver No. BD-40” has yet not been provided to him.
2. Sh. Ajaib Singh, Superintendant Head Office PRTC, Patiala and Sh. Rampal, Senior Assistant, office of General Manager Pepsu Road Transport Corporation Budhlada, District- Mansa are present in the Commission. Sh. Ajaib Singh, Superintendant Head Office PRTC, Patiala states that the HO had written to its all 10 depots in the State vide letter no. 5166 dated 29.11.2012 to ascertain if the inquiry report of Sh. Major Singh Driver no.BD-40 is available there. He further states that so far only five depots have replied and that too in negative. He seeks one more adjournment for getting the response from the remaining 5 depots for the purpose. 
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3. He further states that in case the inquiry report is not traceable the PIO shall provide the non availability of said enquiry report in shape of an affidavit. 

4. Accepting the plea of the respondent PIO office GM, Administration PRTC, Patiala, an adjournment is granted and the case to come up for further hearing on 05.03.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
5. Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
​​​            


 Sd/- 
Chandigarh





   
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.02.2013.


                     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(WWW.infocommpunjab.com) 
Complaint Case No. 2540 of 2012
Sh. Manjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Raj Singh,

R/o Ajad nagar, Opposite Bus Stand,


Ferozepur



           



 …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ferozepur.








  …Respondent

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: Sh. Gurcharan Singh Sandhu, District Transport Officer, Ferozepur (98140-69272 ) and Sh. Gurpal Singh Senior Assistant O/o State Transport Commissioner, Jeevandeep Building Sector-17, Chandigarh
ORDER 

1.
Complainant Sh. Manjit Singh is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. However, a letter at diary no. 1093 dated 15.01.2013 has been received in the Commission requesting that the long pending information may be got provided by the PIO concerned. 

2.
Sh. Gurcharan Singh Sandhu, District Transport Officer, Ferozepur and Sh. Gurpal Singh Senior Assistant O/o State Transport Commissioner, Jeevandeep Building Sector-17, Chandigarh are present in the Commission at today’s hearing. The PIO-cum-DTO, Ferozepur, states that the requisite information has already been provided vide letter no.9583 dated 07.05.2012. He requests that an adjournment may be granted for filing reply to the SCN issued by the Commission. 

3.
Accepting the plea of the respondent PIO, an adjournment is granted for filing reply to SCN. The matter to come up for further hearing on 06.03.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-  

Chandigarh





        
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.02.2013.


               
State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Complaint Case No. 3102 of 2012 

Date of decision: 06.02.2013
Sh. Lal Chand S/o Sh. Puran Ram, 

R/o Village Singhpura, Sub Teshil- Arni wala, 

Sheikh Subhan Tehsil & Distt- Fazilka.
                   
 

 …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o BDPO Fazilka

Distt. Fazilka





                            
 …Respondent
Present:
None for the complainant.  

For the respondent: Sh. Manjinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary office of BDPO Fazilka, Distt. Fazilka. (94176-58178) 
ORDER
1.
The RTI application of Sh. Lal Chand is dated 14.08.2012 whereby he has sought information on the resolution of Gram Panchayat in May, 2010 regarding allotment of 5 marla plots to poor villagers in village Singhpura of Block Fazilka.  On not getting the requisite information the complaint was filed in the Commission on 08.10.2012.

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 26.11.2012 in the Commission.  

3.
Sh. Lal Chand complainant in the instant case did not attend hearings on 26.11.2012 and on 03.01.2013. He is not present even at today’s hearing. However, he has sent a letter received in the Commission at diary no.2031 dated 28.01.2013 indicating that the written reply dated 15.01.2013 has been received from Panchayat Secretary Village Singhpura Block Fazilka. He further mentions that the PIO has deliberately not given him the Panchayat Resolution though he has intimated that resolution has not been passed by the Panchayat. 
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4.
Sh. Manjinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary office of BDPO Fazilka, Distt. Fazilka is present in the Commission and submits his reply vide no. 2665 dated 31.01.2013 which is taken on record. He states that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant by registered letter dated 08.01.2013. He further states that no resolution has been passed by the concerned Gram Panchayat after May 2010 regarding allotment of plots from Murabba no.51, killa no.17. 
5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record it emerges that on RTI application dated 14.08.2012 the information was sought if 5 marla plots have been given out of Murabba no.51 Killa no.17 in view of resolution of Gram Panchyat Village Singhpura after May 2010 to the poor persons. The photocopy of the RTI application bears signatures of Sh. Lal Chand in original whereas the photocopy of RTI application dated 14.08.2012 submitted by the complainant himself as enclosure of letter dated 07.11.2012 to the Commission does not bear the signature of the complainant thereon. In view of the statement of Panchayat Secretary it transpires that no Panchayat resolution after May 2010 has been passed for carving out  5 marla plots for poor villagers out of Murabba no. 51 killa no. 17. Since the complete information has been provided to the complainant by the PIO, the instant case is closed and disposed of.  
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
 
Sd/- 
Chandigarh







(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.02.2013.


      

       State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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    Complaint Case No. 3175 of 2012
     Date of decision: 06.02.2013
1. Sh. Surinder Singh

R/o Kaithal Road, Ghanori Mandi 

Tehsil Moonak, Distt. Sangrur. 

2. Sh. Sachin Sharma

R/o Kaithal Road, Ghanori Mandi 

Tehsil Moonak, Distt. Sangrur.

3. Sh. Mewa Singh

R/o Kaithal Road, Ghanori Mandi 

Tehsil Moonak, Distt. Sangrur.
                   
 

 …Complainants

Vs

Public Information Officer,



O/o District Transport Officer,

Sangrur.



                         
 

…Respondent
 
Present:
None for the complainants.  

For the Respondent: Sh. Sham Lal, Senior Assistant O/o District Transport Officer, Sangrur. 
ORDER

1.
The RTI application jointly of Sh. Surinder Singh & others is primarily about buses and vans used by School in Ghanauri City for transportation purposes whereby the information has been sought on 19 points mentioned therein. On not getting the requisite information the instant complaint was filed in the Commission on 15.10.2012.

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 05.12.2012 in the Commission.  

4. None of the complainants in the instant case were present during the hearing on 05.12.2012 and 04.01.2013. Today also none of the three complainants is present at the hearing and no intimation about reason of absence has been intimated to the Commission. 
Cont……p2

Complaint Case No. 3175 of 2012
5.  Sh. Sham Lal, Senior Assistant O/o District Transport Officer, Sangrur is present in the Commission and states that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant Sh. Surinder Singh vide letter no. 954-56 dated 17.09.2012. He submits that the RTI application was transferred to PIO office of DTO, Sangrur vide letter no. 1471 RTI dated 10.09.2012 from PIO cum DRO, Sangrur. He further submits that this application is regarding the School buses’ charges, facilities, the policy regarding admission of 25% poor children in School and the desirable number of student of the School etc.  He points out that the information pertaining to the PIO office of DTO, Sangrur has already been provided and on most of the RTI points the information pertains to either individual schools or District Education Officer, Sangrur. In the end, he requests that since no more information is to be provided by the office of PIO the instant complaint may kindly be disposed of.  
6. After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on the file it emerges that the information has already been provided by the PIO –cum-DTO, Sangrur vide no. 954-56 dated 17.09.2012. The perusal of RTI application reveals that the issues are raised therein which are of ethical nature and information on those is not available on the record of the concerned PIO. Three hearings have been conducted in this case and during none of them, the complainants attended to put forward their contention. The RTI Act is a tool to provide the information held on record by PIO whereas the perceived impression at times is that it can be used for raising ethical questions and to seek remedy in futuristic actions. With the above observation, the case is closed and disposed of. 
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7.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 























Sd/- 
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.02.2013


                             State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Complaint Case No. 3180 of 2012
Date of decision: 06.02.2013
Sh. Raghu Nath S/o Sh. Nisha Ram

R/o Village Katta Bass Chewrewal

Now R/o Village Dhamana

Dera Bhainarawali Block Noorpur Baddi 

Distt.Ropar


                                         
 

 …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar 

Anandpur Sahib


                           
 

…Respondent

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Rattan Singh, Kanungo office of Tehsildar Ananadpur Sahib. (94178-75548) 
 

ORDER
1.
The RTI application of Sh. Raghu Nath is dated 17.07.2012 whereby he has sought information qua seeking copies of revenue record of Village Katta Hadbasat No.495, Tehsil Anandpur Sahib. On not getting the requisite information the complaint was filed in the Commission on 15.10.2012.

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 05.12.2012 in the Commission.  

3.    The complainant Sh. Raghu Nath was not present in the Commission on 04.01.2013. Today also he is neither present at the hearing nor any intimation has been received from him about reason of absence.  
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4.
Sh. Rattan Singh Office Kanungo Office of Tehsildar Ananadpur Sahib is present in the Commission and states that the information sought by the complainant pertains to seeking copies of  revenue record which are ready with the office and can be obtained on the payment of fee prescribed by the Government for the purpose. The total fee calculated for seeking copies of revenue record is Rs.2731/- about which the complainant has been intimated by the office in writing also. He further states that the amount for seeking the revenue record has not yet been deposited by the complainant. In the end, he requests that in view of the position explained, the case may kindly be disposed of. 
5.
After hearing the respondent and examining the record available of file it is observed that the information sought by the complainant is qua copies of revenue record which are to be obtained after paying the requisite fee for the purpose. On 05.12.2012, the complainant was present at the hearing and was told about the stipulated fee for obtaining copies of revenue record. On 04.01.2013 the information seeker did not attend the hearing and last opportunity was afforded to him to deposit the requisite fee for obtaining copies of revenue record falling which it was to be presumed that he was not interested to follow up his case. The complainant has abstained from attending today’s hearing rendering it a futile exercise to carry on with the instant case.   In view of aforementioned, the case is closed and disposed of. 
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/- 
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.02.2013


                             State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Complaint Case No. 3193 of 2012
Date of decision: 06.02.2013
Sh. Ram Murti S/o Sh. Jaswant  Rai

R/o Sandhu Colony, Jalandhar Road, 

Chownk Mahita, Amritsar.
                                        
 

 …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar-cum- Sub Registrar,

Baba Bakala, Distt. Amritsar.



              
 …Respondent

Present: 
Sh. Ram Murti complainant in person.  

For the respondent: Sh. Jaswant Singh, Tehsildar-cum- Sub Registrar, Baba Bakala, Distt. Amritsar (99143-24495)

ORDER
1.
The RTI application of Sh. Ram Murti is dated 02.07.2012 whereby he has sought information mentioning that his 7 marla land has been sold by one Balbir Singh in wrongful manner and in order to get a case registered in Police Station Mehta he has not been rendered help, the reason thereof and information on it. On not getting the requisite information the complaint was filed in the Commission on 17.10.2012.

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 29.11.2012 through video conference in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.  

3.
Sh. Ram Murti the complainant in the instant case is present in the Commission. He states that the land measuring 7 Marlas under his ownership in Village Malak Nangal in Sub division, Baba Bakala has been fraudulently sold by one Sh. Balbir Singh of the same village. He has sought information vide his RTI application dated 02.07.2012 whereby he has sought help in getting the case registered against 
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Sh. Balbir Singh in police station Mehta. He further states that no help has been rendered by any authority including PIO-cum-Sub Registrar, Baba Bakala. He pleads that justice should be imparted to him in getting the FIR registered against Sh. Balbir Singh in Police Station Mehta. 
4.
Sh. Jaswant Singh, Tehsildar-cum- Sub Registrar, Baba Bakala, Distt. Amritsar is present in the Commission and submits detailed reply vide no.RC/459 dated 25.01.2013 which is taken on record. Copy of the same has already been provided to the complainant. He has mentioned in the reply that the dispute regarding land of Village Malak Nangal can be sorted out in Civil Court. He can approach the police at his own level. In the end, the PIO-cum-Sub Registrar Baba Bakala requests that no further action is to be taken by his office in this case, therefore, the present may kindly be disposed of.
5.
After hearing both the parties and examining the reply of PIO office of Sub Registrar Baba Bakala, it emerges that the complainant Sh. Ram Murti has sought information vide his RTI application dated 02.07.2012 in the manner of taking action against Sh. Balbir Singh who is alleged to have sold the 7 marlas land of the complainant in wrongful manner. The RTI Act is a tool to provide the information held on record by PIO whereas the perceived impression at times is that it can be used for seeking remedy in futuristic actions. The expectation of the complainant that the PIO should help him in getting the case registered against the person who is alleged to have sold his land is beyond the purview of the RTI Act. The complainant is advised to approach Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar or Senior Superintendant of Police under whose jurisdiction the village Malak Nangal falls to get the redressal of his grievance, if he desires so. With this observation, the case is closed and disposed of.  
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6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
 
      Sd/- 
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.02.2013


                             State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Complaint Case No. 3232 of 2012 

     Date of decision: 06.02.2013
Mona Kang, D/o Sh. Iqbal S Kang,

R/o #1563 Sec-18/D,

Chandigarh-160018
     
                                       
 

 …Complainant

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o D.C-cum- Collector,

Agrarian, Ludhiana


2.
PIO office of Secretary, Department of Revenue 

and Agrarian Punjab Civil  Secretariat, 

 Chandigarh.

              




 Respondents

Present: 
None present 

ORDER
1.
The RTI application of Smt. Mona Kang is dated 11.07.2012 whereby she has sought information on seeking certified copy of order declaring agriculture land as surplus land belonging to Sh. Jagir S. Kang S/o Sh. Nagina S. Kang inherited by Sh. Iqbal Singh S/o Sh. Jagir S. Kang R/o Village Smarala, Distt. Ludhiana. On not getting the requisite information the complaint was filed in the Commission on 19.10.2012.

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 29.11.2012 through video conference in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.  

3.
Smt. Mona Kang, complainant was present in the Commission on 04.01.2013. A letter has been received in the Commission at diary no. 2573 dated 01.02.2013 stating that she has received the full information from Tehsildar Samrala Distt. Ludhiana and requests that the case may be closed. 
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4.
The perusal of files shows that the requisite information sought for by the complainant Smt. Mona Kang has been provided by the PIO-cum-Tehsildar Samrala to the satisfaction of the former. A written submission from the complainant to this effect has also been received. In view of this, the case is closed and disposed of.   
 5.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.02.2013


                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Complaint Case No. 3331 of 2012
Date of decision: 06.02.2013
Sh.  Gurbax Singh

R/o 40, Village Bholapur Jhabewal, 

P/o Ramgarh, Distt. Ludhiana    
 
                  
 

 …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Public Relation Officer,

Ludhiana.



              



 …Respondent

Present: 
None for the complainant. 

For the respondent: Sh. Subhash Gupta, PIO-cum-DPRO,(97800-36152) Ludhiana and Sh. Mandeep Singh, Assistant to DPRO, Ludhiana. 

ORDER 
1.
The RTI application of Sh. Gurbax Singh is dated 05.06.2012 whereby he has sought information on 5 points mentioned in his RTI application. On not getting the requisite information the complaint was filed in the Commission on 25.10.2012.

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 29.11.2012 through video conference in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.  

3.
 On 29.11.2012 during the Video Conference, the next hearing was fixed in the Commission at Chandigarh on 04.01.2013 to infer whether the intimation was sent by the PIO to the complainant or not. The complainant did not attend the hearing on 04.01.2013 nor he is present at today’s hearing.  
4.
Sh. Subhash Gupta, PIO-cum-DPRO, Ludhiana and Sh. Mandeep Singh, Assistant to DPRO, Ludhiana are present in the Commission. The PIO has brought the original record pertaining to dispatch register in order to prove his contention that he had sent registered letter to the complainant to deposit the requisite fee for obtaining the 
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information. He further submits in writing that he had intimated to Sh. Gurbax Singh vide registered letter no. PR(RTI)-2010/711 dated 09.07.2012 mentioning to deposit  an amount of Rs.1008/- as per RTI Rules  for providing information comprising of 504 pages. He further states that Sh. Gurbax Singh has so far not deposited the fee for the purpose whereas the requisite information is ready to be provided. In the end, he requests that the present case may kindly be disposed of.   
5.
After hearing the respondent PIO and perusing the record it is observed that during the hearing via Video Conference on 29.11.2012, the complainant Sh. Gurbax Singh had denied receiving any communication from the PIO-cum –DPRO, Ludhiana whereas the latter stated that the intimation by registered post to deposit the fee for obtaining the requisite information was sent to the former. The written reply dated 06.02.2013 of the PIO –cum –DPRO, Ludhiana reveals that the intimation to deposit the fee was sent by registered post to Sh. Gurbax Singh vide registered letter no. PR(RTI)-2010/711 dated 09.07.2012. The complainant is stated to have not deposited the fee as yet and the information sought for is ready to be provided. In these circumstances, the instant case is closed and disposed of.  
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

      Sd/- 
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.02.2013


                             State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 978 of 2012
Sh. Amar Nath Bansal, Advocate,
R/o #20, Dhaliwal Colony, Near Jagdish Ashram,

Patiala.




           ………………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.





……………..……………Respondent
Present: 
None for the parties.

ORDER 
1. The instant case has come to this Court on the orders of Ld. CIC dated 05.02.2013 whereby the case has been transferred. 
2. The case is adjourned for hearing on 06.03.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

3. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.


      Sd/- 

Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 06.02.2013


                             State Information Commissioner  

