STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Kuldip Kaur,

# 1605, Sector: 79, 

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.





       …Appellant







Vs

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

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






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

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.





 …Respondents
AC -  1164/2011

Order

Present:
For the appellant: Sh. Inderjit Singh.

For the respondent: Ms. Daizy, PIO; and Sh. Ashok Kumar, Senior Asstt. 


In the earlier hearing dated 07
.03.2012 when Sh. Ashok Sharma had appeared on behalf of the respondent, it was directed that the requisite information be provided to the appellant within a fortnight, and the case was adjourned to date i.e. 26.04.2012.


Today, copy of a letter dated 19.04.2012 addressed to the appellant has been tendered by the respondents whereby the requisite information has been provided.

Since the appellant is satisfied with the information supplied, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.








 Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 26.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Inderjit Singh,

# 43, T-5. Nuhon Colony,

VPO: Ghanauli, District: Ropar. 




    …Appellant







Vs

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

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

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

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.





 …Respondent

AC - 1165/2011

Order

Present:
For the appellant: Sh. Inderjit Singh.

For the respondent: Ms. Daizy, PIO; and Sh. Ashok Kumar, Senior Asstt. 


In the earlier hearing dated 07.03.2012 when Ms. Surjit Kaur, Deputy Director (Vocational) along with Sh. Ashok Sharma had appeared on behalf of the respondent, PIO - Ms. Daisy Khalid was directed to provide the requisite information to the appellant within a fortnight, and the case was adjourned to date i.e. 26.04.2012.


Today, copy of a letter dated 19.04.2012 addressed to the appellant has been tendered by the respondents whereby the requisite information has been provided.


Since the appellant is satisfied with the information supplied, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.








 Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 26.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Paramjit Kaur,

W/o Shri Harjinder Singh, 

Adarsh Colony, Ajit Nagar,

Near Grewal Chowk, 

Malerkotla, District: Sangrur. 




      …Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o D.P.I. (SE), Punjab,

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






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

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




       …Respondents 
AC -  1160/2011

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.


For the respondent: Sh. Ashok Kumar, Senior Asstt.


In the earlier hearing dated 07.03.2012 when Ms. Surjit Kaur, Deputy Director (Vocational) along with Sh. Ashok Sharma had appeared on behalf of the respondent, PIO - Ms. Daisy Khalid was directed to provide the requisite information to the appellant within a fortnight, and the case was adjourned to date i.e. 26.04.2012.


Today, copy of a letter dated 19.03.2012 addressed to the appellant has been tendered by the respondent whereby the requisite information has been provided.


Sh. Ashok Kumar who is present on behalf of the respondent-PIO stated that he made a phone call to the appellant who stated she was unable to attend the hearing today as she has been entrusted with invigilation in some examination; however, she was satisfied with the information provided.


Taking cognizance of the statement made by Sh. Ashok Kumar, the case is hereby closed and disposed of in view of his assertion that complete information has already been provided to the appellant. 









 Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 26.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,
‘Kahlon Villa’

Opp. Tel. Exchange,

VPO Bhattian-Bet,

Ludhiana-141008






…Appellant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,


O/o State Transport Corporation,


Jeevandeep Building,


Sector 17, Chandigarh.
2.
First Appellate Authority,


State Transport Corporation,


Jeevandeep Building,


Sector 17, Chandigarh.




…Respondents

AC No. 114/12 & 120/12

Order
Present:
Appellant Sh. Sarabjit Singh Kahlon in person.



For the respondent: Sh. J.S. Brar, PIO.


In both these appeals, the appellant and the respondents are the same and the facts of the matter are also the same.  Therefore, both the appeals are taken up together for orders.


Sh. Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, vide two RTI applications dated 29.04.2011 addressed to the respondent PIO sought information on three points pertaining to tractors registered in different districts of Punjab during the last 10 years.   Respondent, vide communication dated 05.05.2011 transferred the requests of Sh. Kahlon to all the District Transport Officers in the State in terms of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 directing them to provide the requisite information to the applicant, direct.


Since complete satisfactory information had not been provided, the applicant filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority, on September 12, 2011.   He had to approach the Commission in Second Appeal dated 18.01.2012 as the requisite information had not been provided.


Both the parties are present today and have been heard. 


Upon perusal of the case files, it is observed that the First Appellate Authority has simply acted as a post office and instead of calling and hearing the appellant and the PIOs-cum-DTOs who failed in providing the information, has simply forwarded his requests for providing information to various DTOs in  the State who have almost been found always with casual attitude while dealing and disposing of the RTI applications.  Further, it is observed from the perusal of the files that only four DTOs have responded on letter of First 
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Appellate Authority-cum-Addl. State Transport Commissioner, Punjab and simply provided vague or just partial information while directions were given to
them to provide information directly to the appellant.  First Appellate Authority-cum-Addl. State Transport Commissioner, Punjab also simply disposed of the first appeals without hearing the appellant, with the direction that he should directly approach the DTOs.  If so was the case, PIO, office of State Transport Commissioner, Punjab should not have transferred the applications of the appellant under Section 6(3) of the RTI
Act, 2005 to all the DTOs. 


Therefore, serious view is taken of the matter where First Appellate Authority-cum-Addl. State Transport Commissioner, Punjab; and DTOs are contributing in defeat of the very purpose of the RTI legislation.

 
Therefore, in view of the aforesaid facts, both the appeals are remanded to the First Appellate Authority-cum-Addl. State Transport Commissioner, Punjab with the direction to call the DTOs and the appellant and ensure that point-wise, correct and duly authenticated information is provided to the appellant in all circumstances, within a period of 30 days.  Adequate opportunity of hearing has to be provided to the appellant.  It is also made clear that since the fate of the RTI applications of the appellant is shuttling between the First Appellate Authority and the DTOs since 29.04.2011, no further leniency in the matter would be allowed.


It shall, however, be open to the appellant to approach the Commission in Second Appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, in case he is not satisfied with the outcome of the first appeal.


In the above noted terms, both the appeals are disposed of. 


A copy of the order be placed on each connected file.


                                                                          Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 26.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
Copy to:
Additional State Transport Commissioner, 



O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,



Jeevandeep Building,



Sector 17,



Chandigarh. 


For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 26.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Naresh Kumar Chopra, 
# 137, Street No. 6,

Ferozepur Cantt.-152001





…Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ferozepur.







…Respondent

AC No. 116/12
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Naresh Kumar Chopra in person.



For the respondent: Sh. G.S. Sandhu, DTO, Ferozepur.


Sh. Naresh Chopra, the applicant, vide application dated 27.09.2011 addressed to the respondent-PIO sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005: -

1.
What amount of road tax to be deposited if the details are as under: -


(i)
Petrol 1197 CC car


(ii)
Price of the car


Rs. 3,55,000-00



V.A.T.




Rs.    49,000-00





Total Price:

Rs. 4,04,000-00
You are requested to specifically repy whether you are charging road tax on VAT also or not.   Please supply me the latest circular issued by the Punjab Govt. on the basis of which you are charging road tax. 
2.
If excess road tax charged, let me know the procedure to get the refund of the excess road tax charged. 


Failing to get any response within a period of 30 days as provided under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Chopra filed the first appeal with the First Appellate Authority, on 07.12.2011; and still when no information was provided, he approached the Commission in Second Appeal, on 18.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

During the proceedings, it was informed by the respondent DTO that he is holding dual charge i.e. DTO Ferozepur as well as DTO Fazilka; and thus he has to attend both the offices, on different days.  However, he assured that the complete requisite information shall be provided to the 
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appellant Sh. Naresh Chopra tomorrow i.e. 27.04.2012 if he visits the office of DTO Ferozepur.

The appellant agrees with the above arrangement and has no objection if the appeal is disposed of accordingly.


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

                                                                                     Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 26.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Mukesh Kumar

s/o Sh. Bakhtawar Singh,

Village Darmian Chathial, P.O. Garhdiwala,

Distt. Hoshiarpur-144207.





…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.







…Respondent

CC No. 400/12
Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. N.S. Vashisht, advocate.



For the respondent: HC Sh. Parshottam Kumar.


Complainant, vide his RTI application dated 12.11.2011 addressed to the respondent sought names of the sports persons given posts of DSPs and Inspectors on sports basis, from 01.01.1995 to 31.10.2011, along with their qualifications and sports achievements at the time of joining.


Respondent, vide his letter dated 19.12.2011 supplied some information to the applicant.   However, the applicant filed a complaint with the Commission on 10.02.2012 pleading that complete information has not been provided to him; and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Sh. Vashisht, advocate who is present on behalf of the complainant is directed to peruse the information provided thoroughly, file his observations and point out the deficiencies therein, to the respondent-PIO, within a period of 10 days, so that the remaining information could also be provided to him by the respondent. 

On request of representative of the complainant, adjourned to 04.07.2012.

                                                                                       Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 26.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ravinder Vij

s/o Sh. Kundan Lal

125/F, Kitchlu Nagar,

Civil Lines,

Ludhiana.







       …Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.






 
First Appellate Authority,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.







 …Respondents

AC -  117/2012

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.


For the respondent: Sh. Madanjit Singh, Draughtsman. 


Sh. Ravinder Vij, vide RTI application dated 23.08.2011 addressed to the respondent, sought the status of his letters dated 27.06.2011, 03.08.2011 and 11.08.2011 pertaining to iron gates installed at Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana.


Failing to get any response within the time limit of 30 days as prescribed under the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority, on 14.11.2011 and still when no response was received, he approached the Commission in Second Appeal, received in its office on 18.01.2012; and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Appellant is not present today.  However, Sh. Madanjit Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent tendered copy of a letter dated 25.04.2012 addressed to Sh. Ravinder Vij enclosing therewith the requisite information.  He further stated that he spoke to the appellant over the telephone who has desired that the information be sent to him by post.
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Accordingly, Sh. Madanjit Singh is directed to mail this letter containing information to the appellant by courier and submit a copy of the consignment note to the Commission for records.  Respondent has done the same and provided a photocopy of the Consignment Note no. 287740805 of Trackon Couriers Pvt. Ltd. which is taken on record.


Sh. Ravinder Vij is directed to be present personally on the next date of hearing so that his views on the information supplied could be known, failing which it shall be presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided and the Commission shall proceed further accordingly.


As intimated by Sh. Madanjit Singh, PIO in this case is Sh. Harish Bhagat who is also directed to be present personally during the next hearing.


Adjourned to 27.06.2012.

      















                               Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 26.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Varinder Kumar 

No. 2882/8, Cinema Road,

Sirhind-140406.






       …Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Council,

Sirhind

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.






 
First Appellate Authority,
O/o Deputy Director, Local Govt.

Ludhiana.







 …Respondents

AC -  123/2012

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Bhushan Singh Rana, Executive Officer; Dharminder, Jr. Asstt. O/o M.C. Sirhind; and Ravinder Kumar, Sr. Asstt. O/o Deputy Director Local Govt. Ludhiana.


Sh. Varinder Kumar, vide RTI application dated 19.09.2011 addressed to the respondent-PIO, sought copy of sale of Property Certificate / documents in the name of Shanti Devi w/o Sh. Som Nath; and Transfer of Property Certificate stating the name of Shanti Devi w/o Sh. Som Nath as owner of said property in  Municipal Council, Sirhind record.   The requisite information was provided to him by the office of Deputy Director, Urban Local Bodies, Ludhiana vide letter no. 11269 dated 21.12.2011.


Respondents present stated that dissatisfied with the information provided, the applicant filed a complaint under the Right to Service Act and the Hon’ble Commission held that the information supplied is correct.   The applicant filed an appeal before the Deputy Commissioner, Fatehgarh Sahib who has also held the information to be correct and relevant. 


Written acknowledgement dated 25.04.2012 from the appellant has been tendered by the respondents in respect of receipt of complete information.


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

                                                                                      Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 26.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Varinder Kumar 

No. 2882/8, Cinema Road,

Sirhind-140406.






       …Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Local Govt. Punjab,

Chandigarh.






 
First Appellate Authority,
O/o Director Local Govt. Punjab,

Chandigarh.







 …Respondents

AC -  124/2012

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondent: Sh. Akhtar Hussain, Sr. Asstt.

Sh. Varinder Kumar, vide his application dated 21.10.2011 addressed to the respondent sought information under the RTI Act, 2005 pertaining to status of their letters dated 14.06.2009, 10.03.2011 and 09.09.2011  along with office notings, status of case, apart from all relating documents and records pertaining thereto.


The information was provided by the respondent vide communication no. 4448 dated 09.11.2011.  However, feeling dissatisfied, the applicant filed the first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 21.11.2011.   Subsequently, the instant second appeal has been preferred before the Commission on 20.01.2012.


Appellant is not present today.  However, he has submitted his objections stating that point-wise information / reply has not been supplied by the respondent.  

Sh. Akhtar Hussain, appearing on behalf of the respondent, states that the relevant file is not traceable at their end.  


Therefore, PIO, office of the Director, Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh is directed to provide the appellant the point-wise clear and relevant 
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information duly authenticated, within a fortnight, by registered post, under intimation to the Commission, by locating the file through sincere concerted efforts.


PIO is further directed to explain in writing as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for the delay caused in providing the information and the detriments suffered by the appellant in getting the information under the Act.   He shall also appear before the Commission, in person, on the next date fixed.

Adjourned to 27.06.2012.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 26.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Puran Singh

s/o Sh. Mahinga Singh,

Androon Thathiari Gate,

Batala,

Tehsil Batala,

Distt. Gurdaspur.






…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust,

Batala.







…Respondent

CC No. 247/12
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Puran Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Jagtar Singh, Clerk.


Sh. Puran Singh, vide his application dated 16.05.2011 addressed to the respondent sought status of his letter diarised in the respondent office under serial no. 1938 on 17.08.2007.  Respondent provided the said information to the applicant vide letter no. 899 dated 30.05.2011.


Feeling dissatisfied, Sh. Puran Singh filed the present complaint with the Commission on 23.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Both the parties are present and have been heard.  The case file has been perused.  The Commission is of the opinion that complete relevant information stands provided to the applicant-complainant and no part of the information is pending.


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 








         Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 26.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Anshu Chaudhary,

No. 1449, Sector 40-B,

Chandigarh.







…Appellant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,


O/o State Transport Commissioner,


Jeevandeep Building,


Sector 17, Chandigarh.
2.
First Appellate Authority,


State Transport Commissioner,


Jeevandeep Building,


Sector 17, Chandigarh.




…Respondents

AC No. 205/12
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.


For the respondent: Sh. J.S. Brar, PIO.


Applicant Anshu Chaudhary, vide application dated 31.10.2011 addressed to the respondent PIO sought certain information concerning the news in The Tribune dated 01.08.2011 wherein it was stated that registration numbers  PJR-29; PJO-5; PCK-1; PIX-1; PIQ-1; and PIJ-1 as provided under the Motor Vehicles Act, 1989 had been allowed to be retained.    


Respondent, vide letter no. 51615 dated 16.11.2011 along with annexures, provided the information to the applicant.  However, dissatisfied with the response, he filed the first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 11.12.2011 and subsequently, the present Second Appeal has been filed with the Commission on 08.02.2012.

Appellant is not present today.  However, perusal of the case file indicates that only partial information has been provided.   Appellant is therefore, directed to file his written observations / point out deficiencies in the information to the respondent within a week’s time and the respondent shall remove the discrepancies and provide the remaining information to the appellant by registered post, free of cost, within a week’s time, under intimation to the Commission. 


Adjourned to 10.05.2012.

       






          Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 26.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Chander Shekhar s/o





--Complainant
Late Sh. Hari Krishan,

# 3023/B, Bazar Babian,

Gali Murliwali, Katra Dullo,

Amritsar.






Vs

The Public Information Officer,




---Respondent

o/o Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.



CC No.242 of 2012
Present:-  1. Sh.Baldev Singh, S.D.E and Sh. Amandeep Singh, J.E.Improvement Trust, Amritsar on behalf of the respondent PIO.


None is present on behalf of the complainant.
 ORDER

The complainant vide an RTI application dated 17.11.2011 addressed to the PIO, Improvement Trust, Amritsar sought an information regarding the illegal encroachments in Koocha Pandta Scheme. Failing to get any response within a period of thirty days as per section 7 (1) of the RTI Act 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in its office on 23.1.2012, and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.



Sh.Baldev Singh, SDO appearing on behalf of the PIO-cum- Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Amritsar has delivered a copy of letter NO.787 dated 25.04.2012 wherein it has been mentioned that the requisite information has been sent to the complainant vide letter NO.673 dated 23.4.2012. An e-mail has been received from the complainant today wherein he has requested for adjournment of the case to some other date. 

The complainant is, therefore, directed to file his objections/observations, if any, on the supplied information to the PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Amritsar within a period of ten days, so that the remaining information could also be supplied to him by the PIO-cum-
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Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Amritsar within next seven days. The PIO is also directed to ensure that the supplied information is correct, complete and duly signed. PIO/APIO shall attend the Commission’s office on the next date of hearing with one copy of supplied information.



To come up for hearing on 27.06.2012.







Sd/-


( B.C.Thakur)


    




State Information Commissioner

Dated: 26.04.2012


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Mohammad Salim s/o





--Complainant
Sh.Raheem Baksh,

# 289, Sajida Colony,

Malerkotla-148023






Vs

1.The Public Information Officer,




---Respondent

o/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,Malerkot.a



CC No.403 of 2012
Present:-  1. Sh.Baldev Singh, PIO-cum-Executive Officer, M.C.Malerkotla


2. Sh. Rajinder Singh, Junior Engineer, M.C.Malerkotla.


None is present on behalf of the complainant.

 ORDER



The complainant vide an RTI application dated 21.12.2011 addressed to the Executive Officer, M.C.Malerkotla sought the photo copies of the Master Plan of Malerkotla duly certified by the competent authority. 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 its office on 10.02.2012 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Today Sh.Baldev Singh, PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Malerkotla delivers a copy of letter addressed to the Commission wherein it has been mentioned that the complainant had been informed vide letter No.619 dated 26.03.2012  that the Municipal Council, Malerkotla has so far not prepared its own Master Plan. Sh. Sh.Baldev Singh, PIO-cum-Executive Officer, M.C.Malerkotla and. Sh. Rajinder Singh, Junior Engineer, M.C.Malerkotla have been heard, who have stated that the Master Plan of Municipal Council, Malerkotla has been prepared by the District Town Planner, Sangrur and the complainant, if he so desires, could obtain photo copy of the same from the Distt. Town Planner, Sangrur. It is observed that the Executive Officer, M.C. Malerkotla has sent the requisite information to the complainant. Since neither the complainant is present nor anything has been heard, the case is disposed of and closed.
                                                                                     Sd/-







( B.C.Thakur)


    





State Information Commissioner

Dated: 26.04.2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Rajinder Lal, Vill.





--Appellant

Kaler Kalan,

c/o Bhalla General Store,

Railway Road, Dhariwal,

Distt.Gurdaspur






Vs

1.The Public Information Officer,




---Respondents

o/o Director Rural Dev. & Panchayat Punjab,

Sector 62, SAS Nagar Mohali.

2. FAA-cum- Director Rural Dev. & Panchayat Punjab,

Sector 62, SAS Nagar Mohali.



AC No.121 of 2012
Present:-  1. Sh.Satwinder Singh, BDPO, Dhariwal and Sh. Sonu Masih, Panchayat Secretary, Block-I, Dhariwal on behalf of the respondent PIO.


None is present on behalf of the appellant.
 ORDER



The appellant vide an RTI application dated 15.09.2010 addressed to the PIO o/o Director Rural Dev. & Panchayat Punjab, Sector 62, SAS Nagar Mohali sought information relating to Sh.Des Raj Panchayat Secretary on four points.  Failing to get any response within a period of thirty days as mandated under section 7 (1) of the RTI Act 2005, he also made a first appeal and later on a  second appeal with the Commission which was received in its office on 20.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.



Sh. Satwinder Singh, BDPO, Dhariwal and Sh. Sonu Masih, Panchayat Secretary, Block-I, Dhariwal deliver a copy of letter dated 18.04.2012 under the signatures of the appellant wherein he has stated that he has not made any complaint. As such his RTI application  in AC No.121 of 2012 may be filed.
In view of the submissions made by the representatives of the respondent PIO, the case is disposed of and closed.







Sd/-







( B.C.Thakur)


    





State Information Commissioner

Dated: 26.04.2012



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Dharam Chand s/o





--Appellant

Sh.Babu Ram c/o Shakti General Store,

Sadar Bazar, Dhuri,

Sangrur






Vs

1.The Public Information Officer-cum-



---Respondent

Estate Officer, Punjab Urban Planning &

Development Authority, Patiala.

2. FAA o/o Punjab Urban Planning &

Development Authority, PUDA Office,

Sector 62, Mohali.




AC No.122 of 2012
Present:-  1. Sh.Devinder Singh, Asstt. Estate Officer-cum-APIO o/o

Punjab Urban Planning & Development Authority, Patiala on behalf of the respondent PIO.

None is present on behalf of the appellant.

 ORDER



The appellant vide an RTI application dated 29.06.2011 addressed to the PIO o/o Punjab Urban Planning & Development Authority, Mohali sought an information on three points, including status report on the survey which was to be conducted   for the allotment of MIG houses  at Dhuri  or Sangrur and for which he had deposited an amount of Rs.1800/- on 06.07.1988 vide Receipt No.64/67. Failing to get timely response as mandated under section 7 (1) of the RTI Act 2005, he filed first appeal with the Addl. Chief Administrator, PUDA, who passed an order dated 17.11.2011, wherein it has been mentioned that the Estate Officer, PUDA, Patiala, to whom RTI application was transferred under section 6 (3) of RTI Act 2005, had refunded an amount of Rs.2000/- to him vide letter No.6407 dated 15.11.2011 since there is no scheme of PUDA in Sangrur and Dhuri so far.  Not satisfied with the provided information, the appellant filed a second appeal with the Commission received in its office on 20.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.



Sh.Devinder Singh, Asstt. Estate Officer-cum-APIO o/o Punjab Urban Planning & Development Authority, Patiala on behalf of the respondent PIO states that cheque NO.108843 dated 11.11.2011 for Rs.2000/- on account of refund of  demand survey money for MIG houses at Dhuri / 
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Sangrur was sent to the appellant vide letter NO.6047 dated 15.11.2011 under registered cover. However, the appellant has not received the same mentioning on the registered letter that he does not want to receive this Registered  letter. Respondent PIO further states that we are providing correct information to the appellant but he is not ready to get it.



In view of these submissions, the appellant is afforded one more opportunity to appear in person on the next date of hearing so that his view points on the provided information  could be known, failing which it shall be presumed that he is not interested to pursue his RTI application and the same shall be closed in his absence.



PIO is also directed to send the requisite information to the appellant once again under registered cover clarifying the position further in detail. Sh. Devinder Singh, Asstt.Estate Officer-cum-APIO o/o Punjab Urban Planning & Development Authority, Patiala shall also be present on the next date of hearing.



To come up for hearing on 27.06.2012.

                              Sd/-







( B.C.Thakur)


    





State Information Commissioner

Dated: 26.04.2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Joga Singh s/o Sh. Milkha Singh,



--Complainant
r/o Vill. Valle Shah Uttar,

Tehsil & Distt. Fazilka.






Vs

The Public Information Officer,




---Respondent

o/o Child Development & Project Officer,

(C.D.P.O.) Fazilka.



CC No. 395 of 2012
Present:-  None.
 ORDER



The complainant vide an RTI application dated 29.03.2011 addressed to the Child Development & Project Officer,(C.D.P.O.) Fazilka sought certain information on five points pertaining to Anganwari Centre, Vill. Walle Shah Uttar, Tehsil Fazilka. 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 its office on 10.02.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 

None is present. The PIO-cum- Child Development & Project Officer, (C.D.P.O.) Fazilka is, therefore, directed to provide complete, correct point-wise and duly authenticated information free of cost to the complainant within two weeks under registered cover. The PIO shall be present on the next date of hearing. The complainant is also directed to be present on the next date of hearing, failing which it shall be presumed that he is not interested to pursue his complaint and the same will be disposed of in his absence.



To come up for hearing on 27.06.2012.









Sd/-







( B.C.Thakur)


    





State Information Commissioner

Dated: 26.04.2012

