STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Naresh Garg

Bagh Colony,

Tapa Mandi,

(Distt. Barnala)

    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Tapa.





            

 …Respondent

CC- 3025/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant



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


In this case, vide RTI application dated 01.06.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Naresh Garg had sought the following information: -

1.
Copies of audit notes issued by the office of A.G. Punjab for the period 1990 to 2007;

2.
The details of various postings of Naib Tehsildar Sh. Rakesh Garg in Tehsil Tapa clearly indicating the relevant period of each posting;

3.
Details of the sale deeds registered during the tenure of above Naib Tehsildar at Tapa Mandi, including names of vendor(s), vendee(s) etc.


In the earlier hearing dated 13.12.2012, it was observed that information on point no. 1 and 2 stood provided, vide letter no. 1550 dated 10.07.2012 which had been received by the complainant on 12.07.2012.   Since the information on point no. 3 was voluminous, the complainant was permitted inspection of the relevant records.


Sh. Joginder Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered a letter no. 1922 dated 22.01.2013 stating that the records had been inspected by the complainant and he has acknowledged the fact in writing,  on the office copy of their Memo. no. 1889 dated 31.12.2012 a copy of which has also been enclosed.   The communication of the respondent is taken on record. 


Since the requisite information stands provided to the complainant and he has made a written request to dispose of the case, the same is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 

Chandigarh




        (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 24.01.2013


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dr. Sandeep Gupta

1778, Sector 14,

Hisar (Har)


    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

Department of Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Jeevandeep Building,

Sector 17,

Chandigarh




            

 …Respondent

CC- 2555/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Ms. Simranjot Kaur, Nodal Officer.


This complaint had been filed before the Commission by Dr. Sandeep Gupta, received in its office on 04.09.2012 pleading that no information had been provided to him in response to his RTI application dated 15.12.2011 whereby he had sought information on six points pertaining to the Atta-Dal Scheme of the State of Punjab.


In the hearing dated 01.11.2012, Sh. Jagroop Singh, Sr. Asstt. had appeared on behalf of the respondent and stated that relevant information pertaining to 12 districts had been provided to the complainant. 


Today, Ms. Simranjot Kaur, Nodal Officer, came present on behalf of the respondent and stated that almost ninety percent of information has already been supplied and remaining would be sent to the complainant immediately.


Ms Simranjot Kaur, Nodal Officer-cum-Deputy Director O/O Director of Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab, who also happens to be PIO, has been heard. She has stated that the information is quite voluminous and though there are public authorities even at the district level the information has been supplied to the complainant after collecting and compiling the same. In view of explanation made by her no part of delay in providing information deserves to be termed as intentional, the show cause notice issued to the PIO vide order dated 13.12.2012 is, therefore, dropped.


A telephone call had been received from Dr. Sandeep Gupta who also requested that the matter be relegated to the First Appellate Authority. 


It is noted that there is an alternate and efficacious remedy of First Appeal available under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act. It appears that in the instant case, the Complainant has failed to avail the same. Consequently, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not had the occasion to review the PIO’s decision, as envisaged under the RTI Act.


 In this view of the above facts, matter is relegated to the First Appellate Authority i.e. Sh. S.S. Johal, Director, Department of Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Sector 17,.  The Commission hereby directs the FAA to treat the copy of the Complaint (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the  RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving opportunity of hearing to all concerned.


 The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. 

 
Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of.   In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information according to the application dated 15.12.2011 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.


 If, however, the applicant-complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., he will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.


In terms of the observations noted above, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 

Chandigarh




        (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 24.01.2013


State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

Sh. S.S. Johal,

Directorcum-First Appellate Authority,

Department of Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Jeevandeep Building,

Sector 17,

Chandigarh.

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 

Chandigarh




        (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 24.01.2013


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kamal Dass

No. 3085/1, Sector 44-D,

Chandigarh.


 
     

 
                …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Technical Education & Indl. Training, Punjab,

Plot No. 1,

Sector 36-A,

Chandigarh 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Technical Education & Indl. Training, Punjab,

Plot No. 1,

Sector 36-A,

Chandigarh.




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1353/12

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Harpal Singh, Dy. Director (Indl. Training); and Amrik Singh, Asstt. Director (Indl. Training)


In this case, Sh. Kamal Dass, vide his RTI application dated 05.06.2012 addressed to the SPIO (IT Wing), office of the respondent no. 1, had sought information on eight points pertaining to the RTI applications filed with it, from 2006 to 2012.


Failing to get the requisite information, First Appeal before the First Appellate Authority was filed on 29.08.2012 while the Second Appeal had been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 26.09.2012.


Today, /Sh. Harpal Singh, Dy. Director (Indl. Training); and Amrik Singh, Asstt. Director (Indl. Training), appearing on behalf of the respondents, submitted Memo. No. 86 dated 21.01.2013 enclosing therewith a copy of their Memo. no. 2973 dated 12.12.2012 whereby the requisite information spread over 456 pages is stated to have been sent to the applicant-appellant by registered post.


It has been stated by the respondent that they had afforded opportunities on 29.06.2012 and 18.07.2012 to appellant for inspection of record but he did not respond at all.    He was afforded another opportunity for inspection of the records on 03.08.2012 which also met the same fate.   It has also been submitted by the respondent that in compliance with the directions of the Commission, the requisite information containing 456 pages has already been sent to the applicant-appellant by registered post, free of any charges.


Regarding the delay caused, it has been informed that the PIO and APIO are also performing additional duties including handling of various Schemes of the Govt. of India.  Apart therefrom, it has been asserted that many posts of ministerial staff are lying vacant in their office and as such, they are not equipped with resources required. 


The explanation of the respondent is satisfactory and no part of the delay could be termed as deliberate or intentional.  No malafide is suspected on the part of any of the officials of the respondent PIO for the delay caused in providing the information.


Appellant is not present today nor has anything to the contrary been heard from him. Seemingly, he is satisfied with the response of the respondent 

Since complete information as per application dated 05.06.2012 stands provided to Sh. Kamal Dass, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 

Chandigarh




                   (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 24.01.2013


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ramesh Chander

85, Shivaji Nagar-2,

Dhagu Road,

Pathankot-145001


 
      
                    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab,

Phase 8,

Mohali.



        
 

            …Respondent

CC- 1113/12

Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In the present case, Sh. Ramesh Chander, vide his RTI application dated 28.02.2012 addressed to the respondent PIO had sought information regarding admissibility of child care relief to the female employees working in the Education Department, in compliance with the Personnel Department letter no. 26/2011-6 dated 22.12.2011.


Failing to get the necessary response within the time limit mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 i.e. 30 days, the applicant approached the Commission by way of present compliant which was received in its office on 26.04.2012.


In the earlier hearing dated 12.12.2012, Sh. Jai Singh Rana had come present on behalf of the respondent and a show-cause notice was issued to Ms. Sudesh Kumari, PIO – Superintendent (Establishment-2 Branch) of the DPI (SE) Punjab, Chandigarh who was further directed to be personally present in today’s hearing, apart from presenting a list of the various officials who remained designated as PIOs along with their respective tenure; and presenting the relevant records before the Commission for its perusal.    A copy of the said order had also been sent to Sh. Kamal Kumar Garg, PCS, DPI (SE) Punjab, Chandigarh to ensure due compliance of the directions / orders of the Commission. 


None of the directions of the Commission have been complied with.  Neither any appearance has been put on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication whatsoever been received.


In such circumstances, the Commission of the view that the respondent PIO cannot be let go with impunity.


One last opportunity is afforded to the respondent to provide the complainant point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post, within a period of 30 days, under intimation to the Commission.   Explanation to the show cause notice, if any, also be submitted latest by the next date fixed, failing which it shall be construed that the respondent has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed further in the matter, ex parte.


Adjourned to 07.03.2013 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh




        (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 24.01.2013


State Information Commissioner

Copy be sent to the following under registered cover: -

1.
Ms. Sudesh Kumari,


PIO-cum-Superintendent,


(Establishment-2 Branch)


O/o D.P.I. (SE), Punjab,


Punjab School Education Board Building,


Phase 8,


Mohali.

2.
Sh. Kamal Kumar Garg, PCS,


DPI (SE), Punjab, 


Punjab School Education Board Building,


Phase 8,


Mohali.


For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 

Chandigarh




        (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 24.01.2013


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. JK Dhir,

No. 20, Guru Har Krishan Basti Gujan,

Jalandhar


    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director,

Punjab State Warehousing Corporation Ltd.,

SCO 74-75, Sector 17-B,

Chandigarh




            

 …Respondent

CC- 2944/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. JK Dhir in person.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Pawan Kishore, Supdt.-PIO; Ranbir Singh, Jr. Technician.


Sh. JK Dhir, vide RTI application dated 21.05.2012 addressed to the respondent, sought to know the action  taken on his various letters stated in the said application including release of old-age allowance, refund of amount deducted from his salary, release of LTC etc. 


In the earlier hearing dated 12.12.2012, it was recorded that part of the information stood provided by the respondent, vide letter dated 12.12.2012 and the remaining was assured to be provided shortly.


Today, the respondent-PIO has submitted a duly sworn affidavit explaining various reasons for the delay and stating that now the remaining information has also been provided under the cover of their registered letter dated 19.12.2012.


Complainant, however, lamented that no action had been taken by the respondents on his various communications.   He has been apprised of the fact that such issues are not in the fold of the RTI Act, 2005 and as such, cannot be raised before the Commission.


Various reasons including shortage of staff, heavy workload, inadequate infrastructure have been cited responsible for the delay.   


With a note of warning to the respondent PIO to be more careful while dealing with the matters pertaining to the RTI Act, 2005, since complete information as per application dated 21.05.2012 stands provided to the complainant, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 

Chandigarh




        (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 24.01.2013


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Dilbag Chand,

s/o Sh. Ramji Dass,

Village Hiyyatpur,

P.O. Haibowal,

Tehsil Samrala,

Distt. Ludhiana
    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.

2.
Naib Tehsildar,


Machhiwara. 

3.
Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 


Machhiwara.



  
 …Respondents

CC- 2882/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Dilbag Chand in person.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Avtar Singh, Supdt; Gurpreet Singh, BDPO Machhiwara; and Ms. Jasvir Kaur, Reader. 

Vide RTI application dated 14.06.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Dilbag Chand had sought the action taken report on his letter dated 24.05.2012 whereby he had sought the information pertaining to removal of encroachments from the government land in village Hiyyatpur Bet in Machhiwara Block and requesting for disciplinary action against the BDPO, Machhiwara.   He had also agitated that despite numerous orders passed by the higher authorities, the unauthorised encroachments were not being removed due to connivance of the BDPO, Machhiwara.

 
Vide Memo. No. 2271 dated 28.06.2012, the request of the applicant had been transferred to the Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development)-cum-PIO, Ludhiana in terms of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


The present complaint had been instituted before the Commission, received in its office on 25.09.2012 agitating non-receipt of the information. 


Today, Sh. Gurpreet Singh, BDPO, Machhiwara stated that he has joined only early this month and has already initiated steps necessary for removal of the encroachments in question.   He further stated that he would follow up the matter to take it to a logical conclusion. He also supplied relevant information to complainant vide letter No.121 dated 23.01.2013.

Sh. Dilbag Chand expressed his satisfaction over the response and agreed that the case be disposed of.


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

Chandigarh



        (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 24.01.2013
           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gulshan Kumar,

10904, Basant Road,

Industrial Area B,

Ludhiana-141003
    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana






   …Respondent

CC- 2906/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Avtar Singh Azad, EO


Sh. Gulshan, vide RTI application dated 28.07.2012 addressed to the respondent, had sought the following information for the period 2007-2012: -

1.
No. of commercial and residential properties sold; amount of sale; amount presently outstanding including the names and addresses of the buyers;

2.
Name, designation and the powers exercised by the officer who prepared the agenda for sale of various properties;

3.
No. of unsold properties despite their completion; future plans for sale of the same. 


The present complaint has been instituted before the Commission, received in its office on 25.09.2012 asserting non-receipt of the information. 


Sh. Avtar Singh Azad, Executive Officer, appearing in the matter stated that he had brought the information to the Commission for onward transmission to the complainant.   As the complainant is not present, he is directed to mail the same by registered post.  A copy of the Memo. no. 402 dated 23.01.2013 addressed to the complainant has been placed on record.  


Since the requisite information stands provided to the complainant, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.   However, in case Sh. Gulshan Kumar does not feel satisfied, he is at liberty to approach the First Appellate Authority by way of First Appeal under the provisions of Section 19(1) of RTI Act,2005 and if not satisfied even with order passed by First Appellate Authority-cum-Deputy Director Urban Local Bodies, Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana, is at liberty to approach the Commission later under provisions of Section 19(3) of RTI Act,2005.

In view of the foregoing, the case is ordered to be closed and disposed of. 

Chandigarh



                

(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 24.01.2013
            


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Dilbag Chand,

s/o Sh. Ramji Dass,

Village Hiyyatpur,

P.O. Haibowal,

Tehsil Samrala,

Distt. Ludhiana

    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Naib Tehsildar,

Machhiwara 

Distt. Ludhiana.






   …Respondent

CC- 3030/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Dilbag Chand in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Manjit Singh, Naib Tehsildar.


Vide RTI application dated 27.06.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Dilbag Chand had sought photocopies of the field book held by the Patwari.

The present complaint was filed before the Commission, received in its office on 26.09.2012 asserting non-receipt of the information. 


Sh. Manjit Singh, Naib Tehsildar submitted that vide their communication dated 09.07.2012, they had written to the complainant to specify the particulars i.e. Khasra numbers etc. pertaining to which a copy of the field book was desired to which no response had been received.


Today, both the parties have mutually agreed that the complainant shall visit the respondent, provide the relevant particulars and obtain a copy of the relevant portion of the field book.


The complainant has made a written request for disposal of the matter.


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

Chandigarh




        (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 24.01.2013


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Daljit Singh

H. No. 8, Basant Vihar,

Sirhind Road,

Patiala.


   
    

 
      
 …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Patiala 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director, Department Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab,  

Sector 17,

Chandigarh



        
 
       …Respondents

AC- 1204/12

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Daljit Singh in person.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Gurmit Singh, Law Officer; and Deepinderjit Singh, clerk. 


Sh. Daljit Singh, vide his RTI application dated 04.11.2011 addressed to respondent No. 1, had sought information on the following two points: -

1.
Please provide details of the arrears paid to various Food & Civil Supplies Officers during January 2011 to December, 2011, giving relevant dates of payment and on what account the same have been paid.

2.
The arrears payable to Daljit Singh, Inspector Grade I, now DFSO on account of the difference between the annual increment and benefits on promotion as Food & Civil Supplies Officer and the date of payment of the same, in reference to the orders issued vide Endorsement No. Estt-2(Field)-11/529 dated 18.01.2011.


The applicant filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority i.e. respondent No. 2, on 19.06.2012 and the Second Appeal had been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 03.09.2012 pleading non-receipt of the information.


When this case came up for hearing on 01.11.2012, Sh. Deepinder Singh, appearing from the office of DFSC, Patiala had handed over a copy of Memo. No. 2012/8863 dated 25.11.2011 containing the requisite information on both the points.  As the complainant had not received the same, a copy thereof was provided to him.


In the earlier hearing dated 18.12.2012, Sh. Daljit Singh had submitted that he had not received any communication regarding payment of his dues.   He had further stated that it was over a year and he had to suffer even financially on account of inaction on the part of the respondent.   A compensation to the tune of Rs. 3,000/- (Rupees Three thousand only) was awarded to him for the detriments suffered.


Though the requisite information stands provided, the amount of compensation has not so far been paid to the appellant.


One more opportunity is afforded to the respondent to pay the amount of compensation to the appellant, within a one month, under intimation to the Commission.


Adjourned to 07.03.2013 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh




        (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 24.01.2013


State Information Commissioner

Copy to:



Dr. Anjuman Bhaskar,

District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Patiala 



For compliance. 

Chandigarh




        (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 24.01.2013


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jagjit Singh

No. 2859, Sector 19-C,

Chandigarh.


   
    

 
      
 …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Technical Education & Indl. Training, Punjab,

Plot No. 1,

Sector 36-A,

Chandigarh 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Technical Education & Indl. Training, Punjab,

Plot No. 1,

Sector 36-A,

Chandigarh 



        
 
       …Respondents

AC- 1456/12

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Jagjit Singh in person.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Harpal Singh, Deputy Director (Indl. Training)-cum-PIO; and Amrik Singh, Asstt. Director (Indl. Training)-cum-APIO

Sh. Jagjit Singh, vide RTI application dated 07.08.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, had sought certified copies of all the pages of the noting portion of file No. IT/HQ/Per/Gaz/Jagjit Singh on which the cases relating to Sh. Jagjit Singh, Jt. Director was dealt by the Directorate.   He had further sought certified copies of correspondence portion of the said file containing various letters issued and received from various persons and departments concerning directly or indirectly with Sh. Jagjit Singh, Jr. Director. 


First appeal was filed with respondent no. 2 on 10.09.2012 and the second appeal had been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 11.10.2012.


In the earlier hearing dated 27.12.2012, the appellant Sh. Jagjit Singh had submitted that he was working with the respondent department and despite the fact that first appeal had been filed on 10.09.2012, no response whatsoever had been received from the PIO.   Respondents had, on the other hand, stated that the communication sent on the residential address of the appellant had been returned undelivered.    Information containing over 480 pages had been handed over to Sh. Jagjit Singh, who sought time to study the same.   It was directed that the appellant would file his objections / observations with the respondent within a week’s time and the respondent shall, thereafter, remove such objections within the next 10 days.


Today, the respondents submitted that in compliance with the directions of the Commission, that the objections of the appellant filed by him upon inspection of the records, had been replied vide their Memo. no. 55 dated 15.01.2013 enclosing therewith information containing 25 pages.   They also produced a copy of the same for records. 


With this, complete information as per application dated 07.08.2012 now stands provided to Sh. Jagjit Singh.


Appellant stated that he had submitted written arguments in the earlier hearing which did not find a mention in the order dated 27.12.2012.   He further submitted that the respondents have made irrelevant submissions which are objectionable.   He further insisted on the contention that disciplinary proceedings be initiated against the respondent PIO.


Regarding the delay caused, it has been informed that the PIO and APIO are also performing additional duties including handling of various Schemes of the Govt. of India.  Apart therefrom, it has been asserted that many posts of ministerial staff are lying vacant in their office and as such, they are not equipped with resources required. 


The explanation of the respondent is satisfactory and no part of the delay could be termed as deliberate or intentional.  No malafide is suspected on the part of any of the officials of the respondent PIO for the delay caused in providing the information.


Since complete information as per application dated 07.08.2012 stands provided to Sh. Jagjit Singh, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 

Chandigarh




        (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 24.01.2013


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarlochan Singh

171, Giani Zail Singh Nagar,

Ropar.


   
    

 
      
 …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Education Officer (SE)

Roopnagar 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director, Public Instruction (SE), Punjab,

Pb. School Education Board Building,

Sector 62,

Mohali.



        
 
       …Respondents

AC- 110/13

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Tarlochan Singh in person.

For the respondents: Sh. Sher Singh, Supdt. for respondent no. 1; and Ms. Nirmal Kaur, Sr. Asstt. for respondent no. 2. 


Vide RTI application dated 22.10.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Tarlochan Singh sought the present status of the mortgage deed sent by it to the office of Director Education Department (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh.  It was further requested that in case the matter stands settled, certificate of D. Mortgage be provided.  


Respondent No. 1, vide Memo. no. 861 dated 07.11.2012 informed the applicant that vide various communications, they had written to the DPI (SE) Punjab for the mortgage deed and when received, the same would be sent to him.  


First appeal before the first appellate authority was filed on 14.11.2012 while the Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 28.12.2012.


Today, Ms. Nirmal Kaur, appearing from the office of DPI (SE) Punjab, Chandigarh stated that their office had sent the original Mortgage Deed to the office of DEO (SE) Roopnagar by hand and the same had been duly received by one Sh. Gurpal Singh in their office, on 16.04.2009.   Sh. Sher Singh, Supdt. appearing on behalf of DEO (SE) Roopnagar stated that they had not received the same.


Sh. Tarlochan Singh, the appellant submitted that his wife is not well and he has to take her to Canada shortly and it may not be possible for him to attend the next hearing.   With the intervention of the Commission, he has left his postal address with the respondents. 


In the situation, the respondents shall make their respective written submissions stating the status of the Mortgage Deed.    They are further afforded an opportunity to trace the document and send the same to the applicant-appellant on his address in Canada, forthwith.


Sh. VK Kapoor, Dy. Controller (Finance & Admn.), office of the DPI (SE) Punjab, Mohali and D.E.O.(Secondary), Roopnagar shall be personally present on the next date fixed. 


Adjourned to 07.03.2013 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh




        (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 24.01.2013


State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

(1)
Sh. VK Kapoor,

Dy. Controller (Finance & Admn.)

O/o D.P.I. (SE), Punjab,

Punjab School Education Board Building,

Phase 8, Mohali.

(2)
District Education Officer (Secondary), 


Roopnagar. 

For compliance, as directed hereinabove.

Chandigarh




        (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 24.01.2013


State Information Commissioner

