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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 490 of 2013
Date of decision: 20.05.2013
Sh. Nirmal Singh,

S/o Sh. Ripdaman Singh,

R/o Village Malkana Patti, 

Tehsil- Samana -147101, 

Distt. Patiala.




       


…………….Appellant 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, Samana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 


Patiala






.……………Respondent
Present:
Sh. Nirmal Singh appellant in person. (98154-03345) 
For the respondent: Sh. Manjinder Singh, Junior Assistant office of Tehsildar, Samana. 
ORDER

1.
The appellant had sought information vide his application dated 14.09.2013 on various point regarding one PPAct case titled "Government Vs Pandaman Singh & others" decided by Collector Samana  on 15.11.2001. On not getting the information he filed appeal on 07.11.2012 with the First Appellate Authority and then in the Commission on 22.02.2013.

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 16.04.2013 in the Commission.

3.
Sh. Nirmal Singh appellant in the instant case is present in the Commission and tenders in writing that he has been received the requisite information to his satisfaction and requests that the case may be disposed of. 

4.
Sh. Manjinder Singh, Junior Assistant office of Tehsildar, Samana is present in the Commission and states that the requisite information has been provided to the satisfaction of appellant. He further submits that now no more information remains pending with the PIO and requests that the appeal case may be disposed of. 

Cont....p-2

Appeal Case No. 490 of 2013
5.
After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file it emerges that the requisite information has already been provided by the PIO to the satisfaction of the appellant. In this case now no more information remains to be provided by PIO to the appellant. Therefore, the instant appeal 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: 20.05.2013.


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 558 of 2013 

Date of decision: 20.05.2013
Sh. Jagdish Kumar,

R/o #1002, Sector-50,  

Chandigarh.




        

………………………….Appellant  

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Technical Education & 

Industrial Training Punjab, Plot No.1, Sec.-36-A,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director of Technical Education & 

Industrial Training Punjab, Plot No.1, Sec.-36-A,

Chandigarh.





………..……………Respondent
 Present:
Sh. Jagdish Kumar appellant in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Harpal Singh, Deputy Director-cum-SPIO and  Sh. Amrik Singh, Assistant Director-cum-APIO office of Director of Technical Education & Industrial Training Punjab, Plot No.1, Sec.-36-A, Chandigarh. 
ORDER

1.
The appellant had sought information vide his application dated 26.07.2012 on 10 points regarding the documents relating to the supply order of computers, software and other peripherals like UPS's etc. given vide No. IT/M/ITI-5/UPS & Computer/peripherals/RC/2011-12/2652-M dated 23.12.11 and IT/M/IITI-5/UPS & Computer/Peripherals/RC/2011-12/2669, Dated 23.12.11. On not getting the information he filed appeal on 19.11.2012 with the First Appellate Authority and then in the Commission on 01.03.2013.

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 16.04.2013 in the Commission.

3.
Sh. Jagdish Kumar appellant in the instant case is present in the Commission and tenders in writing that he has been received the requisite information to his satisfaction and requests that the case may be disposed of. 


Cont....p-2
Appeal Case No. 558 of 2013 

4.
Sh. Harpal Singh, Deputy Director-cum-SPIO and  Sh. Amrik Singh, Assistant Director-cum-APIO office of Director of Technical Education & Industrial Training Punjab, are present in the Commission. The PIO states that the complete requisite information has been provided to the satisfaction of appellant. He further submits that now no more information remains pending with the PIO and requests that the appeal case may be disposed of. 


5.
After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file it emerges that the requisite information has been provided by the PIO to the satisfaction of the appellant. In this case now no further information remains to be provided by PIO to the appellant. Therefore, the instant appeal 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: 20.05.2013

               

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 810 of 2013 
Sh. Sukhdev Singh

(Retired AFSO)

S/o Sh. Bant Singh, 

Near Gurudwara Ravidas Sahib, 

VPO Dakha, Distt. Ludhiana.

PIN-141102






……………………….Appellant
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food Supply Controller & Consumer

Affairs, D-Zone Municipal Corporation Building 

Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana. 

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Secretary, Department of Food, Civil Supplies & 

Consumer Affairs, Room No.222/2, Mini Secretariat

Punjab, Chandigarh. 



             .……………Respondents
Present:
None for the appellant. 
For the respondent: Smt. Balbir Kaur DFSO, Ludhiana (94170-01331) and Smt. Damanjit Kaur AFSO, Ludhiana (98726-53879) 

ORDER
1.
The appellant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. However, an email has been received at diary no. 11718 dated 20.05.2013 seeking an adjournment on account of contesting Zila Prishad Election.   

2.
Smt. Balbir Kaur DFSO, Ludhiana and Smt. Damanjit Kaur AFSO, Ludhiana are present in the Commission and file reply, to the Notice of the Commission, vide memo no. RTI-2013/4536 dated 15.05.2013 which is taken on record. They further state that the requisite information as available on record has been provided to the appellant and now no more information remains pending with the PIO. 












Cont.....p-2

Appeal Case No. 810 of 2013 

3.
Last opportunity is given to the appellant to follow up his case in the Commission failing which it shall be presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided to him by the PIO. The matter to come for further hearing on 20.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 




sd/-  
 
Chandigarh






        
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 20.05.2013

               

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1017 of 2013
Date of decision: 20.05.2013
Col. A.K. Vaid,

50 GL Section Type ‘B’

PIN-901604

C/o 56-APO(9457097355).


   
………………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,  

Fatehgarh Sahib. 




……………..……………Respondent
Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Balbir Singh Naib Sadar Kanungo office of D.C. Fatehgarh. Sahib. 

ORDER
1.
The complainant had sought information vide his application dated 11.10.2011 regarding the letter no. 15/RTI/dated 29.09.2011 and consequently rectifying the entries of revenue record. On not satisfied with the information he filed complaint with the Commission on 26.02.2013. 
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 16.04.2013 in the Commission
3.
The complainant is not present at today’s hearing. However an email from has been received at diary no. 11563 dated 17.05.2013 stating that the next date of hearing of the police case concerning fraud in documentation has been fixed for 06.07.2013 and further requests for adjournment in the case accordingly.
4.
Sh. Balbir Singh Naib Sadar Kanungo office of D.C. Fatehgarh. Sahib submits reply dated 20.05.2013 of the PIO to the Notice of the Commission, which is taken on record, stating therein that the matter is sub-judice and no action regarding the rectification of revenue record could be taken at this stage. He further submits that the said entries can be changed/rectified on the directions of the Civil Court.











Cont....p-2

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1017 of 2013
5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it is observed that the matter is sub-judice and no action regarding the rectification of revenue record could be taken suo motu by PIO at this stage. The rectification of entries of revenue record hinges on order of Civil Court where the matter is pending for adjudication. No action is required to be taken at this stage in this case. Therefore, the instant complaint 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: 20.05.2013

               

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1349 of 2013 

Date of decision: 20.05.2013
Sh. Lachman Singh

Retd. Comdt. & Senior Citizen,

H.No. 82 B Rattan Nagar,

Extention, Tripuri Patiala,

PIN Code- 147004





……………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Civil Supplies Controller, 

Fatehgarh Sahib.





   ………..……………Respondent
Present:
None for the complainant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Vijay Kumar Sharma, AFSO, Khera Block Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib. 
ORDER
1.
The complainant had sought information vide his application dated 23.08.2012 regarding two points pertaining to ration card of Sh. Bahadur Singh S/o Sh. Naranjan Singh R/o Village Kaironpur with ration depot Manupur in Bassi Pathana. On not satisfied with the information he filed complaint with the Commission on 28.03.2013. 
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 20.05.2013 in the Commission
3.
The complainant is neither present at today’s hearing nor any intimation from him has been received about reason of absence. 

4.
Sh. Vijay Kumar Sharma, AFSO, Khera Block Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent by PIO vide memo no. Distribution –RTI-2013/7009 dated 17/20-05-2013. He submits that in CC no. 1124 of 2013 the Bench has already disposed of another complaint on 26.04.2013 whereby the similar information has been sought.  In the end, he requests that the case may be disposed of. 









Cont....p-2
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1349 of 2013 

5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it is observed that the that in CC no. 1124 of 2013 the Bench has already disposed of another complaint on 26.04.2013 whereby the similar information had been sought. No further action is required to be taken in this case. Therefore, the instant complaint 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: 20.05.2013

               

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1356 of 2013 
Sh. B.N. Jasuja 

Warehouse(Retd.)

H. No. 1172, Street No. 1,

Jain Nagari, Abohar,

Distt. Fazilka. 





……………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director, 

Punjab State Warehousing Corporation,

Sector-17-B, Chandigarh.




   ………..……………Respondent

Present:
None for the complainant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Sumesh Kumar Sharma, Deputy Manager Vigilance  –cum- PIO (985541216), Sh. Gurpreet Singh, Technical Assistant –cum-APIO and Sh. Ranbir Singh, Junior Technician O/o Managing Director, Punjab State Warehousing Corporation, Chandigarh.
ORDER
1.
The complainant is not present at today’ hearing. No intimation has been received from him about reason of absence. 

2.
Sh. Sumesh Kumar Sharma, Deputy Manager Vigilance  –cum- PIO and Sh. Gurpreet Singh, Technical Assistant –cum-APIO and Sh. Ranbir Singh, Junior Technician O/o Managing Director, Punjab State Warehousing Corporation, Chandigarh are present in the Commission. The PIO states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent vide letter no. PWC/RTI/F – 7564/2144 dated 07.05.2013. He further submits that the complete information comprising of two pages has been provided to complainant vide letter no.1546 dated 20.04.2013 through registered post. In the end he states that now no more information remains pending with the office of the PIO. 












Cont....p-2

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1356 of 2013 

3.
Last opportunity is given to the complainant to follow up his case in the Commission failing which it shall be presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided to him by the PIO. The case to come up for further hearing on 20.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 




sd/-  
 
Chandigarh






        
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 20.05.2013

               

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com






COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1367 of 2013 
Sh. Surinder Kumar Bajaj

S/o Sh. Hari Chand Bajaj,

Street No.1, W.No. 2/397,

New H.No. 4/126,

Gobind Nagri, Malaout.

Distt. Sri Mukatsar Sahib

PIN-152107






……………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Sports Officer, 

Sri Mukatsar Sahib.





   ………..……………Respondent
Present:
Sh. Davinder Kumar Advocate on behalf of complainant.  
For the respondent: Sh. Gurpal Singh Clerk, office of DSO Sri Mukatsar Sahib. (98585-09394)

ORDER
1. The Davinder Kumar advocate submits memo of appearance on behalf of the complainant. He seeks an adjournment for filing submissions in the matter.
2. Sh. Gurpal Singh Clerk, office of DSO Sri Mukatsar Sahib submits letter no. sports -2013/825 dated 17.05.2013 stating that an exemption from appearance may be granted on account of PIO’s duty been Zila Prishad Panchayat Election. He further submits that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant vide letter no. sports -2013/810 dated 10.05.2013 and letter no. sports -2013/585 dated 28.03.2013. A copy of both the letters has been provided to the learned counsel of the complainant also. 
3. The matter to come up for further hearing on 14.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 



sd/-  
 
Chandigarh






        
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 20.05.2013

               

         State Information Commissioner

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1407 of 2013 

Date of decision: 20.05.2013
Sh. Tarsem Jindal (Neeli Chattri Wala)

S/o Sh. Kastoor Chand, R/o Kothi No. 306,

Aastha Enclave, Barnala, 

Tehsil & Distt. Barnala

PIN-148101






……………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, 

       Patiala




  

 ………..……………Respondent

Present:
None for the complainant.  
For the respondent: Sh. Ram Lal, Registration Clerk, office of Tehsildar Patiala. (98150-43028)

ORDER
1.
Vide his application dated 15.02.2013 the complainant has sought information regarding the deficiency of stamp duty and registration fee in sale deeds registered from 01.12.2001 to 30.05.2002. Not satisfied with the response of PIO, he filed complaint in the Commission on 02.04.2013. 

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 20.05.2013 in the Commission.
3.
The complainant in the instant case is not present at today's hearing. No intimation has been received from him as to the reason of his absence. 
4.
Sh. Ram Lal, Registration Clerk, office of Tehsildar Patiala submits reply, to the Notice of the Commission, vide letter no. Spl.-1/RTI dated 20.05.2013 which is taken on record. The respondent states that on the RTI application the reply has already been given to the complainant vide letter no. 1639 dated 16.04.2013 that Smt. Saroj Rani Aggarwal has not been posted as Sub Registrar, Patiala during the period mentioned therein. 












Cont.....p-2

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1407 of 2013 

5.
In view of facts enumerated in the reply to the Notice it is observed that Smt. Saroj Rani Aggarwal has not remained posted as Sub Registrar Patiala for the period from 01.12.2001 to 30.05.2002. The reply to this effect has already been given to the complainant by the PIO vide letter dated 16.04.2013. No further action is required in this case, which is closed and disposed of.  

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




sd/-  
 
Chandigarh






        
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 20.05.2013

               

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1409 of 2013 

Date of decision: 20.05.2013
Sh. Tarsem Jindal (Neeli Chattri Wala)

S/o Sh. Kastoor Chand, R/o Kothi No. 306,

Aastha Enclave, Barnala, 

Tehsil & Distt. Barnala, PIN-148101


……………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, 

       Sangrur.




  

 ………..……………Respondent
Present:
None for the complainant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Sanjeev Kumar Registration Clerk office of Tehsildar Sangrur. 

ORDER
1.
Vide his application dated 29.02.2013 the complainant has sought information regarding the deficiency of stamp duty and registration fee in sale deeds registered from 01.05.2010 to 30.06.2011. Not satisfied with the response of PIO, he filed complaint in the Commission on 02.04.2013. 

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 20.05.2013 in the Commission.
3.
The complainant is not present at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from him about reason of absence.

4.
Sh. Sanjeev Kumar Registration Clerk office of Tehsildar Sangrur states that reply, to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent by Tehsildar Moonak, vide letter no.37/RC dated 03.05.2013 stating therein that the intimation has already been given to the complainant vide letter no.10/RC dated 05.04.2013. The complainant has been intimated that under the RTI Act only that information is to be provided which is available on the record. The information cannot be created. The information cannot be provided in a self designed proforma even then if the complainant desires he can inspect the record after visiting the office of any working day. 

   
 Cont...p-2
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1409 of 2013 

5.
In view of facts stated in the reply of the PIO it is observed that the information as sought by the complainant is not available on the record of the Public Authority. It is further observed that the PIO had informed the complainant vide letter no.10/RC dated 05.04.2013 that the information cannot be provided on the proforma designed by latter who could visit the office of PIO on any working day to inspect the record and obtain information required by him. Instead of visiting the office of PIO, the complainant filed complaint in the Commission. I agree with the contention of the respondent that information is neither available in the form sought for nor can be provided in proforma designed by the complainant. The present case is devoid of merit and as such, it is closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 




sd/-  
 
Chandigarh






        
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 20.05.2013

               

         State Information Commissioner

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1416 of 2013

Date of decision: 20.05.2013
Sh. Tarsem Jindal (Neeli Chattri Wala)

S/o Sh. Kastoor Chand, R/o Kothi No. 306,

Aastha Enclave, Barnala, 

Tehsil & Distt. Barnala

PIN-148101






……………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, 

       Sangrur.




  
 
………..……………Respondent
Present:
None for the complainant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Sanjeev Kumar Registration Clerk office of Tehsildar Sangrur. 

ORDER
1.
Vide his application dated 29.02.2013 the complainant has sought information regarding the deficiency of stamp duty and registration fee in sale deeds registered from 01.11.2008 to 30.07.2010. Not satisfied with the response of PIO, he filed complaint in the Commission on 02.04.2013. 

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 20.05.2013 in the Commission.
3.
The complainant is not present at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from him about reason of absence. 

4.
Sh. Sanjeev Kumar Registration Clerk office of Tehsildar Sangrur submits reply dated 17.05.2013 of the PIO –cum-Tehsildar Lehra to the Notice of the Commission, which is taken on record. The respondent states that the information has been sought with regard to documents registered by the Sub Registrar Lehra during the period from 01.11.2008 to 30.07.2010 which were got registered for value for less then that prescribed by the District Collector. He further states that no such information is readily 











Cont....p-2

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1416 of 2013

available in this office and under the Right of Information Act only photostat copies of available information/documents can be supplied to such applicants. Vide office letter no. 67/RC dated 08.04.2013 under registered cover, the complainant was informed accordingly and was further intimated that he could visit this office on any working day to inspect any record required by him. 

5.
In view of facts stated in the reply of the PIO it is observed that no such information as sought by the complainant is available on the record of the Public Authority. It is further observed that the PIO had informed the complainant vide registered letter no. 67/RC dated 08.04.2013 that the latter could visit the office of PIO on any working day to inspect the record required by him. Instead of visiting the office of PIO, the complainant filed complaint in the Commission.  I agree with the contention of the respondent that information is neither available in the form sought for nor can be provided in proforma designed by the complainant. The present case is devoid of merit and as such, it is closed and disposed of. 

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




sd/-  
 
Chandigarh






        
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 20.05.2013

               

         State Information Commissioner
