STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gaurav

101, Surat Nagar,

Maqsuda,

Jalandhar-144008

    

 
      
              …Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Technical Education &

Industrial Training, Punjab,

Sector 36-A,

Chandigarh



        
 

  
…Respondent

CC- 2174/12

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Jasminder Singh, APIO; and Rashpal Singh, Jr. Asstt. 

ORDER

 
Vide RTI application dated 16.04.2012 addressed to the Principal Secretary, Department of Technical Education & Industrial Training, Punjab, Chandigarh, Sh. Gaurav sought information on four  points pertaining to the functions being performed by Sh. Vijay Sharma, Principal, ITC Mehar Chand Technical Institute, Jalandhar and to know the relevant  provisions / rules / statutes under which he is competent to act like that. 


Respondent, vide Memo. no. 15/14/2012 dated 15.05.2012 transferred the request of the applicant to the present respondent in terms of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


Perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds on which the matter required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and as such, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 26.09.2012 when the case was adjourned to date i.e. November 20, 2012.


A communication dated 07.11.2012 has been received from Sh. Gaurav expressing his inability to attend the hearing today.

 
S/Sh. Jasminder Singh, and Rashpal Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent tendered copy of a letter no. 3278 dated 25.09.2012 whereby the information has been provided to the applicant-complainant by the Principal, ITC Mehar Chand Technical Institute, Jalandhar.


Perusal of the information provided reveals that the specific information sought by the applicant-complainant has not been provided as per his application.


As such, on the next date fixed, respondent-PIO along with Sh. Jasminder Singh who is present today on behalf of the ITC Mehar Chand Technical Institute, Jalandhar, shall appear before the Commission along with relevant records so that invoking of penalty provision under RTI Act,2005 could be considered against him, if provided information happens to be deficient. 

Adjourned to 03.01.2013 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.11.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Vijay Kumar

s/o Sh. Sohan Lal,

Club Road, Opp. Rest House,

Sangrur-148001
    

 
      
                    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar,

Sangrur



        
 

  
…Respondent

CC- 2182/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Vijay Kumar in person.



None for the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 06.03.2012 addressed to the PIO, office of Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur, Sh. Vijay Kumar sought to know the action taken on his letter dated 11.11.2011 submitted for sanction of mutation under registered  postal no. B-1731 along with a copy of the same to the Tehsildar under Postal No. B-1730.


DRO, Sangrur, vide endorsement no. 370/RTI dated 12.03.2012 transferred the request of the applicant under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 to the Tehsildar, Sangrur for providing the information. 


The present complaint has been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 01.08.2012 pleading non-receipt of the information.


Since perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds on which the matter required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 26.09.2012 when the case was adjourned to date i.e. November 20, 2012.


A letter no. 227 dated 05.09.2012 has been received from the respondent enclosing therewith a copy of letter no. 349 dated 30.03.2012 whereby the requisite information has already been provided to the applicant-complainant.  


The information provided by the respondent has been discussed in detail with the applicant-complainant and the Commission is of the view that complete information as per the application dated 11.11.2011 already stands provided by the respondent. 


Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh





(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.11.2012


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Vijay Kumar

s/o Sh. Sohan Lal,

Club Road, Opp. Rest House,

Sangrur-148001

    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar,

Sangrur



        
 

  
…Respondent

CC- 2183/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Vijay Kumar in person.



None for the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 06.03.2012 addressed to the PIO, office of Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur, Sh. Vijay Kumar sought to know whether the land under BSNL Park, Sangrur (outside Nabha Gate) is owned by the government or by some private individual along with its area.  He further sought to know name of the person if it is owned by some private individual and if it is owned by the government, which department is responsible for its maintenance and upkeep and under whose authority. 


DRO, Sangrur, vide endorsement no. 882/RTI dated 15.03.2012 transferred the request of the applicant under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 to the Tehsildar, Sangrur for providing the information. 


The present complaint has been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 01.08.2012 pleading non-receipt of the information.


Since perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds on which the matter required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 26.09.2012 when the case was adjourned to date i.e. November 20, 2012.


A letter no. 225 dated 05.09.2012 has been received from the respondent enclosing therewith a copy of letter no. 350 dated 30.03.2012 whereby the requisite information has already been provided to the applicant-complainant.  


The information provided by the respondent has been discussed in detail with the applicant-complainant and the Commission is of the view that complete information as per the application dated 06.03.2012 already stands provided by the respondent. 


Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.11.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Lashker Singh

69, New S.B.S. Colony,

Rajpura,

Distt. Patiala


   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Fatehgarh Sahib 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Fatehgarh Sahib



        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1049/12

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Lashker Singh in person.



For the respondents: Sh. Harcharan Singh, Office Kanungo


Sh. Lashker Singh, vide his application dated 15.03.2012 addressed to Respondent No. 1 sought information on four points pertaining to the directions / order of the State Information Commission dated 09.08.2010 passed in AC No. 289/09 titled Lashker Singh vs. PIO, office of the SDM, Fatehgarh Sahib.


First appeal with the first appellate authority was filed on 24.04.2012 and the second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 01.08.2012 stating that the information has not been provided.


Sh. Lashker Singh submitted that the information has not been provided to him so far. 


Sh. Harcharan Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered a letter no. 460 dated 19.11.2012 requesting for more time to dig out the relevant information and provide it to the applicant-appellant. 


Perusal of the case file indicates that in the order dated 09.08.2010 passed by the Commission in AC 289/09, it was recorded that the outcome of the enquiry should be communicated to the complainant under intimation to the Commission.   However, the orders of the Commission have not been complied with. 


It is already over two years and no action appears to have been taken at respondent’s end.  As such, Sh. Arvinderpal Singh Sandhu, SDM, Fatehgarh Sahib-cum-PIO 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.    The respondent shall submit a duly sworn affidavit explaining the circumstances leading to such inordinate delay in carrying out the directions of the Commission.


Also, he will ensure that complete relevant point-wise information, duly authenticated is provided to the appellant, free of cost, within a period of three weeks under intimation to the Commission.


On the next date fixed, a copy of the information so provided shall also be submitted for records of the Commission.


Adjourned to 03.01.2013 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.11.2012



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:



Sh. Arvinderpal Singh Sandhu, PCS

Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Fatehgarh Sahib

-For strict compliance.  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mohinder Kumar

No. 12, Gali No. 3,

Near Gurudwara Kalgidhar,

Guru Nanak Nagar,

Tirupari,

Patiala

   

    

 
             …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner,

Patiala Division,

Patiala.




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1060/12

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



For the respondent: Sh. Inder Kumar, R.C.


Sh. Mahinder Kumar, vide application dated 02.01.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1 sought information on three points pertaining to a news item appearing in Punjab Kesri,  Patiala dated 25th December, 2011.


First appeal with respondent no. 2 was filed on 16.04.2012 while the second appeal has been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 01.08.2012 asserting non-receipt of the information. 


This appeal was last taken up on 26.09.2012 when it was adjourned to date i.e. November 20, 2012. 


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


Sh. Inder Kumar, appearing on behalf of the respondent submitted a letter bearing endorsement no. 1292 dated 18.10.2012 which is addressed by the Tehsildar-cum-APIO, Patiala to the Commissioner, Patiala Division, Patiala which indicates that the requisite information stands provided to the appellant per letter no. 1550/RC dated 19.09.2012.


A copy of the above referred letter no. 1550/RC dated 19.09.2012 has also been placed on record whereby the appellant has acknowledged receipt of the information.


Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.11.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harmanjit Singh Deol,

No. 13/89, Guru Angad Nagar,

Sohian Road,

Sangrur-148001

 
     

 
                …Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Revenue Officer,

Ludhiana 
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1065/12

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



For the respondent: Sh. Dalbir Bhardwaj, Supdt. 


Vide RTI application dated 27.03.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Harmanjit Singh Deol requested for a photocopy of the Red Card issued in  the name of Sukhbir Singh son of Kartar Singh who was stated  to have been migrated from U.P. 


First appeal with respondent no. 2 was filed on 07.05.2012 while the second appeal has been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 03.08.2012 asserting non-receipt of the information. 

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


Sh. Dalbir Bhardwaj, appearing on behalf of the respondents, tendered a letter no. 1/SPL/RRA dated 20.11.2012 whereby it has been submitted that the requisite information has already been provided to the appellant per their letter no. 1145 dated 09.07.2012; and no. 1486 dated 31.08.2012.   Copies of the above referred two letters have also been annexed. 


Provided information have been perused and it is observed that same is not legible and attested.  APIO-cum-DRO Mrs Areena Duggal is, therefore, directed to send attested copies of sought information to the appellant, free of cost under registered cover.  

One last opportunity is granted to the appellant to appear before the Commission on the next date fixed so that his grievance could be heard and redressed, failing which it shall be construed that he is satisfied with the information provided and further order in the appeal shall be passed accordingly.


On the next date fixed, APIO Ms. Areena Duggal, DRO-cum-APIO and Sh. Dalbir Bhardwaj, Supdt. shall appear personally so that the pending grievance of the appellant, if any, could be redressed, without any further loss of time.


Adjourned to 03.01.2013 at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.11.2012


State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

(1) Ms. Areena Duggal, 
District Revenue Officer, 

o/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana. 

(2) Sh. Dalbir Bhardwaj, 
Superintendent (Revenue)

0/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana. 

-For compliance.  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarsem Jindal,

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala,

Tehsil & Distt. Barnala
    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Revenue Officer,

Ludhiana



        
 

  
…Respondent

CC- 2066/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Suresh Kumar, clerk.


Shri Tarsem Jindal, Complainant, vide his RTI application dated 18.06.2012 addressed to PIO, Office of Registrar (Revenue), Ludhiana sought following information:

i) During the tenure of Sh. Tarsem Singh Mittal, Naib Tehsildar as Joint Sub-Registrar, Ludhiana, how much deficient stamp duty has been detected by Audit Department?

ii) How much recovery has been made;

iii) How much recovery is yet to be made thereof;

Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 23.07.2012 and accordingly, a notice of hearing through video conference was issued to the parties for 22.08.2012 when Sh. Rohit Gupta, Tehsildar appeared on behalf of the respondent and assured the Commission that complete information as per the RTI application of the complainant shall be provided shortly. 


A written acknowledgment dated 03.09.2012 from the complainant has been presented by the respondent whereby receipt of the information has been acknowledged.


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









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.11.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Gursimran Kaur,

4113/2, Jyoti Colony,

Jamalpur Awana,

Ludhiana.


    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Food & Civil Supplies &

Consumer Affairs Controller (East)

Ludhiana-141001


        
 

  
…Respondent

CC- 2126/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Amandeep Singh, Mukul – Inspectors; and Gurmit Singh, DFSO, Samrala.


Ms. Gursimran Kaur, Complainant, vide her RTI application dated 22.05.2012, addressed to PIO, Office of DFSC, East, Ludhiana sought following information on the action taken on application / complaint dated 18.04.2012 given by Sh. Manjit Singh, resident of 4780, Shivaji Nagar, Ludhiana against Sh. Tarlochan Singh, Avtar Singh and Smt. Amarjit Kaur, resident of Block-25, 130 Farid Nagar, Gali No. 2, Ludhiana, who are a member of one family and have taken 3-4 gas connections:

i) Action taken on the application/ complaint.

ii) Copies of statements made by the concerned persons;

iii) Copies of statements made by the complainant.

iv) Copies of reports given by the gas companies;

v) Copy of final report of the department;

vi) Name and designation of the Officer who took action on the application/ complaint.

 
Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, she filed a complaint with the Commission, received in its office on 27.07.2012, and accordingly, a notice of hearing through video conference was issued to the parties for 22.08.2012 when Sh. Amandeep Singh, Inspector appeared on behalf of the respondent and stated that the requisite information would be provided to the complainant within a fortnight. 


Today, written acknowledgment dated 03.09.2012 from the complainant has been presented by the respondent whereby receipt of the information has been acknowledged.


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









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.11.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village Bholapur Jhabewal,

P.O. Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana
    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Dept. of Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat Sector 9,

Chandigarh.



        
 

   …Respondent

CC- 427/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Jasbir Singh in person.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Amandeep Singh, Mukul – Inspectors; and Gurmit Singh, DFSO, Samrala.


The complainant vide an RTI application dated 10.01.2012 addressed to the PIO o/o Principal Secretary, Department of Food, Civil  Supplies and Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Mini Sectt. Sector 9, Chandigarh sought an Action-Taken Report on a complaint made by him on 09.12.2011 which was sent by him on 29.12.2011 addressed to the Principal Secretary, Department of Food, Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs, Punjab. Failing to get any response within a period of thirty days, as mandated under section 7 (1) of the RTI Act 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission received in its office on 13.02.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing to both the parties was issued for 16.05.2012.


In the hearing dated 11.09.2012, Ms.Simarjot Kaur, Nodal Officer-cum-Dy. Director, Department of Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Chandigarh stated that she had received the RTI application of the complainant only on 06.09.2012 and thus sought a week’s time to provide the requisite information to the applicant-complainant.


Today, copy of a letter no. 232 dated 12.09.2012 has been presented by the respondents indicating that Ms. Simarjot Kaur, Nodal officer has written to the following along with a copy of the Civil Writ Petition provided by the complainant, to the following for taking further necessary action in the matter: 


1.
District Controller, Ludhiana.


2.
Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.


3.
Indian Oil Corporation, Ludhiana.


Since the complaint of the complainant was highlighting certain irregularities / deviation from the standard prescribed norms and the respondent has taken action for necessary correctional steps, the information as per the RTI application dated 10.01.2012 stands provided to the applicant-complainant.  

Further D.F.S.C, Ludhiana has also provided the requisite information to the complainant vide letter No.7739 dated 18.10.2012 by enclosing two copies of letters dated 21.9.2012. 

Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.11.2012

State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sumit Mangla,

157/C, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.


    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.




        
 

   …Respondent

CC- 1821/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Sumit Mangla in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Harbans Singh, Sr. Asstt. 


Complainant vide his RTI application dated 24.05.2011, addressed to PIO-cum-EO, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana, sought:

i) Copy of memo No. 1903 dated 5.4.2011 regarding supply of information under RTI Act, 2005 of F-Block Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana in 2 acre scheme given to Smt. Chander Prabha.

ii) Information regarding ownership and the area under the Khasra No. 12/3/2/11/1 and 12/3/2/11/2;

iii) Khasra nos. on which park is built in F-Block, Kitchlu Nagar in 24 acre scheme. 

 
Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 4.7.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing through video conference was issued to the parties for 16.08.2012.


Today, Sh. Sumit Mangla made a written statement that complete information to his satisfaction, as per the RTI application, stands provided by the respondent.


Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.11.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sumit Mangla,

157/C, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.


    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.




        
 

   …Respondent

CC- 1822/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Sumit Mangla in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Harbans Singh, Sr. Asstt. 


Complainant vide his RTI application dated 17.05.2011, addressed to PIO-cum-EO, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana, sought:

i) Certified copy of Lay out plan drawing No. DTP(LP53/76 dt. 12.08.1976 of 24 Acre Scheme of the trust;

ii) A copy Survey plan drawing No. 10-A/LII/75 dt. 09/05/1975 regarding position of Plot No. 26-F, 27-F and 17-F and under which Khasra no. these plots are;

iii) Award of 24 acre scheme was announced on 5.11.1979. On that date the mutation of Khasra no.4/23/2, 12/3/2/2, 12/3/4;

iv) Assessment No. 8557/20 conducted by the trust regarding Khasra no. 4/23/3/2, 12/3/2/2, 12/3/4  whose name the mutation of these Khasra no. was at that time, give the documentary proof in the matter;

v) In 24 Acre scheme in Kitchelu Nagar, the award of this scheme was announced on 5.11.79.  The trust prepared a list of built up houses as per resolution no.20 and in the list at S. No. 20 Trust officials described the house of Smt. Chander Prabha w/o Krishan Chand, give me the mutation and documentary proof of Smt. Chander Prabha which show the house is of Smt. Chander Prabha. 

 
Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 4.7.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing through video conference was issued to the parties for 16.08.2012.


Today, Sh. Sumit Mangla made a written statement that complete information to his satisfaction, as per the RTI application, stands provided by the respondent.


Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.11.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sumit Mangla,

157/C, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.


    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.




        
 

   …Respondent

CC- 1823/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Sumit Mangla in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Harbans Singh, Sr. Asstt. 


Sh. Sumit Mangla, Complainant vide his RTI application addressed to the respondent sought a copy of the RTI information supplied by the office of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana vide memo no. 602 dated 01.02.2012.  

 
Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 04.07.2012 and accordingly, a notice of hearing through video conference was issued to the parties for 16.08.2012.


Today, Sh. Sumit Mangla made a written statement that complete information to his satisfaction, as per the RTI application, stands provided by the respondent.


Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.11.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sumit Mangla,

157/C, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.


    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.




        
 

   …Respondent

CC- 1824/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Sumit Mangla in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Harbans Singh, Sr. Asstt. 


Complainant vide his RTI application dated 10.5.2011, addressed to PIO-cum-EO, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana, sought following information:

i) Has Khasra No. 12/3/2/2 in 24 Acre scheme of LIT in F-Block Kitchlu Nagar, been allotted to anybody because as per jamabandi of 2004-2005, it is in the name of LIT;

ii) Is there any house constructed on the Khasra No. 12/3/2/2 in F-Block Kichlu Nagar, Ludhiana, if so, name the encroacher and how much land is encroached.  Give me details as soon as possible.

 
Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 04.07.2012 and accordingly, a notice of hearing through video conference was issued to the parties for 16.08.2012.


Today, during the proceedings, it transpired that the requisite information on both the points has been provided by the respondent vide Memo. no. 6093 dated 16.08.2012.


The complainant has pointed out, in writing, certain discrepancies in the information provided.    Therefore, the respondent PIO shall, on the next date fixed, present before the Commission the relevant records so that invoking of penalties provision of RTI Act,2005, could be determined against PIO for providing deficient information to the complainant. 

Adjourned to 03.01.2013 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.11.2012



State Information Commissioner

