STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Hoshiara Singh, s/o Surjan Singh,

H.No. 15, Ward No. 8, Bhabat(Zirakpur)

Tehsil Dera Bassi, Distt. Ajitgarh.                                                     Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar Kharar,

Distt. Ajit Garh.. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Ropar. 

                                                                                                           Respondent         

                                                          CC No. 82 of 2013

Present:
Shri Hoshiara Singh in person. 


None for the respondent. 
ORDER:


Shri  Hoshiara Singh , complainant vide his RTI application dated  24.12.2012 addressed to PIO O/O S.D.M., Kharar, sought certain information pertaining to certified copy of the gift deed dated 2.2.1968,  Sale Deed No.2259 made by Kundan son of Sudagor son of Nathu resident of village Bhabat Tehsil Kharar District Ropar. On the receipt of this application the PIO-cum-Tehsildar, Kharar sent a reply to the complainant vide letter No.384/RC dated 3.1.2011 mentioning therein that the gift deed made by Shri Kundan pertains to the year 1968, therefore, this information is not available in this office as the registration record in this office is for the period from 1.4.1988 onwards. 

However, failing to get the sought information Shri Hoshiara Singh made a complaint with the Commission vide letter dated 13.12.2012 and accordingly 
notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

After the perusal of the case file it is observed that the reply given by the Tehsildar, Kharar seems to be satisfactory. If the registration record prior to 1.4.1988 is not with the Tehsildar, Kharar then the same could be with the Deputy Commissioner, Ropar.  As such, PIO O/O Deputy Commissioner, Ropar is impleaded as necessary party. 


PIO O/O Deputy Commissioner, Ropar is, therefore, directed to provide the applicant certified copy of the gift deed dated 2.2.1968,  Registration/Sale Deed No.2259 made by Kundan son of Sudagor son of Nathu resident of village Bhabat Tehsil Kharar earlier District Ropar now district Mohali. He will be present on the next date of hearing along with complete record. 

Adjourned to 20.3.2013 at 11:00 AM. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 13.02.2013    



  State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:



Shri Pradeep Kumar Agrawal,IAS



Deputy Commissioner,



Roopnagar. 

-For ensuring that the requisite information is provided by the concerned PIO within stipulated period. RTI application dated 24.12.2012 of the complainant is also enclosed. It may be treated as fresh RTI application filed by the complainant in your office.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurbax Singh,

r/o 80, Premier Complex, 

Village Bolapur Jhabewal,

P.O. Ramgarh, Distt  Ludhiana.                                                     Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o State Transport Commissioner,

Punjab, Jeevandeep Building, 

Sector 17, Chandigarh.                                                                   Respondent

                                                          CC No. 102  of 2013

Present:
Shri Gurbax Singh in person.


For the respondent: Shri Gurpal Singh, Senior Assistant. 
ORDER:


Shri Gurbax Singh, complainant vide his RTI application dated  22.8.2012               addressed to PIO O/O State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh                           ,sought certain information on three points pertaining to the implementation of Section 73 and 72 Sub-Section (2) of the Motor Vehicle Act,1988 pertaining to the Supreme Court order Case No.2491/1998. On the receipt of this application the PIO-cum-Deputy State Transport Commissioner, Punjab sent the requisite information to the complainant under registered cover vide letter No.1579 dated 4.2.2013. 

However, not satisfied with the provided information the complainant approached the Commission in a complaint dated 18.12.2012 and accordingly notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

I have heard both the parties today and perused the case file.  It is observed that the correct information has been sent by Shri J.S.Brar, PIO-cum-Deputy State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh to the complainant as even the Government of India, Ministry of Personnel, Public Grievances & Pensions, Department of Personnel & Training, North Block, New Delhi vide letter No.10/2/2008-IR dated 12th June,2008 have also issued instructions that where multiple public authorities are involved the PIO should inform the complainant/appellant to make separate applications to the concerned public authorities for obtaining information from them. 


Since the correct information has been provided to the complainant by the PIO vide letter No.1579 dated 4.2.2013, the case is disposed of/closed.   










Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 13.02.2013    



  State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Jasjeet Singh s/o Shri Bhag Singh ,

Vill. Rampur  P.O. Purkhali, 

Tehsil & Distt. Roopnagar.                                                                Appellant
Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Roopnagar. 

First Appellate Authority-cum-

Deputy Commissioner,

Roopnagar. 

                                                                                                           Respondent
                                                          AC No.  418   of 2013
Present:
None for the Appellant.
For the Respondent: Shri Gurinder Singh, Clerk, Shri Som Nath, Panchayat Officer, o/o B.D.P.O., Roopnagar. 
ORDER:



Shri Jasjeet Singh, Appellant vide his RTI application dated 14.5.2012, addressed to PIO, Office of Deputy Commissioner, Roopnagar, sought certain information on five points concerning Gram Panchayat, Rampur, Block Roopnagar. On the receipt of this application the Deputy Commissioner, Roopnagar transferred this application to the PIO-cum-D.D.P.O., Roopnagar vide letter No.532 dated 30.5.2012 under the provisions of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act,2005. 



Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority-cum-Deputy Commissioner, Roopnagar vide letter dated 28.7.2012. However for having no response the appellant approached the Commission by filing 2nd appeal, received in it on 18.12.2012 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.



Shri Som Nath, Panchayat Officer appearing on behalf of B.D.P.O., Roopnagar states that the information on the first three points of the RTI application of the appellant was sent to him through Chowkidar but he has refused to receive the same.  The BDPO, Roopnagar, as such, is directed to send duly typed, point wise information on all the five points to the appellant free of cost under registered cover within a period of 7 days under his signatures.  Shri Som Nath, Panchayat Officer shall be personally present on the next date of hearing with one spare set of provided information. 


The case is adjourned to 6.03.2013 at 11:00 AM. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 13.2.2013



     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

Shri Som Nath,

Panchayat Officer,

O/O Block Development and Panchayats Officer, 

Roopnagar.
-For Compliance. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Harvinder Singh s/o Sh. Ujagar Singh

r/o Vill. & P.O. Kheri Salabatpur,

Tehsil Chamkaur Sahib, Distt. Roopnagar.                                   Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Roopnagar.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/O Deputy Commissioner, 

Roopnagar.                                                                                    Respondent

                                                      AC No.  102  of 2012

Present:
Shri Harwinder Singh, Appellant in person.


For the Respondent: Shri Gurinder Singh,Clerk
ORDER:



Shri Harwinder Singh, Appellant vide his RTI application dated 1.8.12, addressed to PIO-cum-Additional Deputy Commissioner(G), Roopnagar, sought certain information regarding action taken report on his applications dated 19.1.2012, 10.5.2012, 16.7.2012 sent under registered cover and letter No.24/RC dated 19.4.2012 of Tehsildar, Chamkaur Sahib.  



Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority-cum- Deputy Commissioner, Roopnagar vide letter dated 25.9.2012 and later approached the Commission by filing 2nd appeal, received in it on 27.12.2012 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


The case file has been perused. It is observed that the PIO-cum-ADC(G), Roopnagar sent reply to the appellant vide letter No.981 dated 10.10.2012 that the Officer Incharge, HRC Branch vide letter No.1194/HRC dated 20.9.2012 has informed that the legal opinion has been sought from the District Attorney vide order dated 19.9.2012 passed by the Deputy Commissioner, Roopnagar which is still awaited. Deputy Commissioner, Roopnagar-cum-First Appellate Authority vide his order dated 5.12.2012 also disposed of the application of the appellant on the similar grounds agreeing with reply sent by PIO-cum-ADC(G). 


Today during the hearing Shri Gurinder Singh, Clerk appearing on behalf of the Deputy Commissioner, Roopnagar has also provided the copy of the legal opinion given by the District Attorney to the appellant. 



Since complete information of this case thus stands provided, the case is disposed of/closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 13.02.2013  



     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurmeet Singh

s/o Late Sh. Mahima Singh,

R/o Kurali,

PO Banur,

Tehsil & Distt. Mohali.

    

 
             …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mohali.




        
 
              …Respondent

CC- 200/13

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurmeet Singh in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Navjot Tewari.


Vide RTI application dated 24.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Gurmeet Singh sought the following information: -

1.
The date on which (my) complaint and application for taking action against Charanjit Singh, Halqa Patwari, Kanungo Circle, Lalru and Circle Revenue Officer – Sub-Registrar, Tehsil Dera Bassi sent vide Divisional Commissioner, Patiala Division, Patiala Memo. no. SAS-1/C/1446/0/32 dated 22.12.2011 was received in your office;

2.
Details of action taken on the application from the date of its receipt to date;

3.
Copy of all the correspondence exchanged on above complaint between your office and other different offices; 

4.
Copies of all the minute sheets under which the complaint was dealt from the date of its receipt to date;

5.
Copies of all the letters available in the file from where the complaint was dealt from the date of its receipt to date.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 26.12.2012.


Respondent, vide Memo. No. 1869 dated 09.11.2012 addressed to the complainant, provided the information as received from its Sadar Kanungo branch under Memo. dated 05.11.2012.


Sh. Navjot Tewari, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered a letter no. 355 dated 12.02.2013 intimating that complete information as available in their records in response to application dated 24.09.2012 has already been provided to Sh. Gurmeet Singh, the complainant.


The information sought / provided was discussed in the presence of both the parties; and in the opinion of the Commission, complete information stands provided to the complainant.


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









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 13.02.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ramesh Kumar Goel

16, Pandav Street,

Partap Nagar,

Patiala.



    

 
             …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Mohali.




        
 
              …Respondent

CC- 216/13

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Ramesh Kumar Goel in person.



None for the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 19.11.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Ramesh Goel sought the following information: -

1.
Attested photocopies of work orders issued in respect of tenders dated 17.05.2012 and the comparative statements;

2.
Name of the newspaper(s) along with relevant date when insertion regarding tenders dated 17.05.2012 was released along with copies of the newspapers.


Respondent, vide Memo. no. 220 dated 03.12.2012, returned the postal orders worth Rs. 400/- annexed by the applicant-complainant with his RTI application advising him to remit only Rs. 10/- as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.   However, subsequently, vide memo. no. 243 dated 17.12.2012, respondent informed the applicant that the requisite information was ready and can be had upon deposit of Rs. 304/- including the application fee of Rs. 10/-.   A reminder had also been sent to Sh. Goel on 07.01.2013 by the respondent.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 26.12.2012. 


Sh. Ramesh Goel, applicant-complainant submitted that no information at all has been provided to him.   He also lamented that the respondent has been indulging in delaying tactics as on the one hand, IPO for Rs. 400/- sent with the application had been returned, while on the other hand, again a sum of Rs. 304/- had been demanded which was very well covered within the amount of Rs. 400/- remitted by him earlier.


Today neither any appearance has been put in on behalf of the respondent nor has any information been provided to the complainant.   The approach of the respondent PIO is clearly against the very spirits of the RTI Act, 2005 and has to be taken a serious note of.   Only a communication bearing no. 48 dated 07.02.2013 has been received from the respondent which is only the repetition of the facts enumerated above.


In the circumstances, therefore, the respondent PIO – Sh. Narinder Singh Dalam, Asstt. Commissioner (Technical), Municipal Corporation, Mohali is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  


In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 


PIO is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


Respondent PIO is further directed to appear personally and present the entire relevant record pertaining to the subject, on the next date fixed, for perusal of the Commission.


Adjourned to 20.03.2013 at 11.00 AM.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 13.02.2013



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

1.
Sh. Narinder Singh Dalam, 

Asstt. Commissioner (Technical), 

Municipal Corporation, 

Mohali.


For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 

2.
Sh. S.K. Sinha, IAS,

Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Mohali.

Since the PIO has miserably failed to act on the application of the applicant-complainant according to the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 and not provided any information, he be directed to appear before the Commission on the next date fixed ensuring compliance of the directions issued today. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 13.02.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ashu Goel 

64-B, Pandav Street,

Partap Nagar,

Patiala.



    

 
             …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Mohali.




        
 
              …Respondent

CC- 217/13

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Ramesh Kumar Goel in person.



None for the respondent.

 
Sh. Ashu Goel, vide RTI application dated 19.11.2012 addressed to the respondent, sought the following information: -

1.
Attested photocopies of work orders issued in respect of tenders from 25.05.2012 to 25.08.2012 and the comparative statements;

2.
Name of the newspaper(s) along with relevant date when insertion regarding tenders from 25.05.2012 to 25.08.2012 was released along with copies of the newspapers;

3.
Copies of the running and final bills from Ashu Goel in respect of Work Order No. 47, 48, 49 out of Book no. 9;

4.
Copies of the running and final bills from Ashu Goel in respect of Work Order No. 32, 33, 34 out of Book no. 19 and Work No. 7 out of Book No. 18.


Respondent, vide Memo. no. 221 dated 03.12.2012, returned the postal orders worth Rs. 600/- annexed by the applicant-complainant with his RTI application advising him to remit only Rs. 10/- as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.   However, subsequently, vide memo. no. 244 dated 17.12.2012, respondent informed the applicant that the requisite information was ready and can be had upon deposit of Rs. 540/- including the application fee of Rs. 10/-.   A reminder had also been sent to Sh. Goel on 07.01.2013 by the respondent.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 26.12.2012. 


Sh. Ramesh Goel, applicant-complainant submitted that no information at all has been provided to him.   He also lamented that the respondent has been indulging in delaying tactics, as on the one hand, IPO for Rs. 600/- sent with the application had been returned, while on the other hand, again a sum of Rs. 540/- had been demanded which was very well covered within the amount of Rs. 600/- remitted by him earlier.


Today neither any appearance has been put in on behalf of the respondent nor has any information been provided to the complainant.   The approach of the respondent PIO is clearly against the very spirits of the RTI Act, 2005 and has to be taken a serious note of.   Only a communication bearing no. 45 dated 07.02.2013 has been received from the respondent which is only the repetition of the facts enumerated above.


In the circumstances, therefore, the respondent PIO – Sh. Narinder Singh Dalam, Asstt. Commissioner (Technical), Municipal Corporation, Mohali is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  


In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 


PIO is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


Respondent PIO is further directed to appear personally and present the entire relevant record pertaining to the subject, on the next date fixed, for perusal of the Commission.


Adjourned to 20.03.2013 at 11.00 AM.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 13.02.2013



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

1.
Sh. Narinder Singh Dalam, 

Asstt. Commissioner (Technical), 

Municipal Corporation, 

Mohali.


For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 

2.
Sh. S.K. Sinha, IAS,

Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Mohali.

Since the PIO has miserably failed to act on the application of the applicant-complainant according to the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 and not provided any information, he be directed to appear before the Commission on the next date fixed ensuring compliance of the directions issued today. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 13.02.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ashwani Kumar

s/o Sh. Vir Singh,

VPO Budhabar,

Tehsil Mukerian,

Distt. Hoshiarpur-144306
    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Inspector,

Food & Civil Supplies,

Bhangala,

Distt. Hoshiarpur.

2.
Distt. Food & Civil Supplies Controller,


Hoshiarpur.


        
 

          …Respondents

CC- 3437/12

Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Darshan Singh.



For the respondent: Sh. Manish Bassi, Inspector.


In this case, 
vide RTI application dated 17.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Ashwani Kumar had sought the following information: 


1.
Does the Right to Service Act apply to you and your office?

2.
A copy of the communication sent by your office to higher authorities regarding supply of ration-card application forms;

3.
How many ration cards were issued by your office from 01.07.2012 to 17.09.2012?   Provide a photocopy of the each ration card so issued.

4.
My application along with annexures submitted for issuance of a new ration card has been returned and the ration card has not been issued.  Please provide reasons for the same in writing.


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 01.11.2012 by Sh. Ashwani Kumar alleging that no response had been received from the respondent. 


In the earlier hearing dated 08.01.2013, no one had put in appearance on behalf of the respondent.   The complainant had alleged that his application for information had been returned and it was conveyed that the office was closed.    It is also observed that in fact, the application had been addressed to the Inspector, Food & Civil Supplies, Bhangala.


Sh. Manish Bassi, Inspector, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered copy of Memo. no. 1218 dated 16.01.2013 said to be containing the requisite information and stated that the same has been posted to the applicant-complainant by registered post on 16.01.2013.  He also presented a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt, which is taken on record.


Sh. Darshan Singh, who was present on behalf of the complainant, stated that the same had not been received and on the directions of the Commission, a copy of the communication dated 16.01.2013 has been handed over to him.  Sh. Darshan agitated that the information is not in accordance with the application and that a lot of harassment had been meted out by the respondent PIO in the matter.


In the circumstances, Dr. Sona Thind, DFSC, Hoshiarpur is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  


In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 


PIO is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


Respondent PIO is further directed to appear personally and present the entire relevant record pertaining to the subject, on the next date fixed, for perusal of the Commission.


Since the original application for information had been addressed to the Inspector, Food & Civil Supplies, Bhangala, Sh. Manish Bassi shall also appear in person on the next date fixed.


Adjourned to 06.03.2013 at 11.00 AM.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 13.02.2013



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

1.
Dr. Sona Thind,

District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Hoshiarpur.

2.
Sh. Manish Bassi,


Inspector,


Food & Civil Supplies,


Bhangala,


(Distt. Hoshiarpur)


For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 13.02.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village Bholapur Jhabewal,

PO Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana.
   

    

 
             …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar,

Chamkaur Sahib

(Distt. Ropar).



        
 
              …Respondent

CC- 386/13

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: Sh. Karnail Singh, Sr. Asstt; along with Amrit Pal Kaur, R.C.


Vide RTI application dated 13.06.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Jasbir Singh sought the following information: -

1.
Complete details of the sale deeds registered for the land measuring less than 2 Kanal, in the year 2012; 

2.
Complete details of the sale deeds registered for the land measuring 2 Kanal, in the year 2012 wherein copy of Girdawari was annexed; 

3.
Complete details of the sale deeds registered for the agriculture land / farm houses, in the year 2012;

4.
In the year 2012, in how many cases was the site inspected and sale deeds seized and sent to the Deputy Commissioner?


Respondent, vide Memo. no. 77 dated 28.06.2012 provided the information.   Complainant, vide communication dated 29.09.2012 addressed to the respondent pointed out that information on point no. 1 of the application had not been provided. 


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 09.01.2013. 


Today, Sh. Karnail Singh, Sr. Asstt; along with Amrit Pal Kaur, R.C. appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that information on point no. 1 had not been provided earlier since the complainant had not specified the said query.  He further stated upon receipt of the communication dated 29.09.2012 from Sh. Jasbir Singh, even this information has been provided under the cover of their Memo. no. 188 dated 05.11.2012 a copy whereof has been placed on record. 


Though Sh. Jasbir Singh, in the complaint has prayed for imposition of penalty for the delay caused, from perusal of the case file, it is clear that the information sought had not been clearly stated by the complainant which led to some delay which cannot be termed as deliberate or intention and no malafide is suspected on the part of the respondent PIO.   As such, this is not a case fit for imposition of any penalty.


Since complete information stands provided, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 13.02.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Amrik Singh

s/o Sh. Balbir Singh,

Near Oriental Bank of Commerce,

VPO Dhalleke,

Distt. Moga-142001

   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal,

Bhupendra Khalsa Sr. Secondary School,

Moga. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Special Secretary Education

(Secondary Education), Punjab,

Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh. 




        
 
  …Respondents

AC- 192/13

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Amrik Singh in person.

For the respondents: Sh. Darshan Singh, Principal (94175-15562) for respondent no. 1.

Sh. Kuldip Chand, Sr. Asstt. for respondent no. 2.


Vide RTI application dated 20.10.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Amrik Singh sought photocopies of the attendance register of the teachers for 31 specified dates.  Respondent, vide communication bearing no. 9656 dated 01.11.2012 returned the application stating that the information sought pertained to third party. 


First appeal before the first appellate authority – respondent no. 2 was filed on 06.11.2012 while the second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 07.01.2013. 


First Appellate Authority, vide Memo. no. 84-85 dated 07.01.2013 also declined the information being third party.


The information sought has been discussed during the hearing today in the presence of both the parties.   The Commission is of the view that the information in question cannot be termed ‘third party’. 

Accordingly, respondent is directed to provide the relevant information to Sh. Amrik Singh, the complainant, according to his application dated 20.10.2012, within a period of three weeks under intimation to the Commission.


Respondent no. 2 is exempted from further appearance in this case.


Adjourned to 20.03.2013 at 11.00 AM.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 13.02.2013



State Information Commissioner

