STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(81465-91017)

Sh. Avtar Singh

House No. 1017, Sector 70,

MOHALI (PB.)






 … Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary Housing & Urban Development Department,

Punjab,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.

2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Chief Town Planner, Punjab,


Chandigarh.






  …Respondents

CC- 565/11

Order

Present: -
Complainant Sh. Avtar Singh in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Sandeep Kumar, AE (98723-39666); and Sh. Balbir Singh, Sr. Asstt. (O/o Secretary Housing etc.)



Submissions of both the parties taken on record.



For pronouncement of the order, to come up on 22.12.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.11.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(86994-80507)

Sh. Jaspal Singh

s/o Sh. Puran Singh,

VPO Patto Hira Singh,

Tehsil Nihalsingh wala,

Distt. Moga.




  


   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Education Officer (SE),

Moga








    …Respondent

CC- 2573/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Jaspal Singh in person. (99882-37158)
For the respondent: S/Sh. Bharat Bhushan, L.A. (94170-95843) along with Satish Kumar (98880-14329)



Vide application dated 01.08.2011, Sh. Jaspal Singh sought the following information from the respondent under the RTI Act, 2005: -
“Sh. Sher Singh son of S. Dalip Singh is working as a PTI in village Barwala, Distt. Moga.  Please provide me a copy of his service record along with an attested copy of the PTI certificate.”



The present complaint before the Commission has been filed by Sh. Jaspal Singh on 23.08.2011 stating that the information as sought has not been provided.  Sh. Jaspal Singh has also requested the Commission to order withholding the pensionary dues and other relevant benefits payable to Sh. Sher Singh, till an enquiry is conducted into PTI qualifying certificate submitted by him.  


It is observed that the original application for information had been made on 01.08.2011, the present complaint before the Commission has been filed on 23.08.2011 i.e. within less than a month from the date of application which is in contravention of the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.



Taking cognizance of the above fact, the present complaint is hereby ordered to be dismissed. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.11.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Gurdeep Singh

H. No. 112, Ward No. 23,

Near Chakki Dayal Purana,

Moga, 

Distt. Moga.




  


   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director (Admn.)

C/o Director, Public Instruction (SE),

Punjab, Chandigarh






    …Respondent

CC- 2577/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Bharat Bhushan, L.A. (94170-95843) along with Satish Kumar (98880-14329) from the office of DEO (SE) Moga.


Vide application dated 02.05.2011, Sh.  Gurdeep Singh sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005 from the Director (Admn.), Education Department Punjab, Chandigarh: -



“Ref. Order No. E-3/2011/E-2/4394-95 dated 29.04.2011:

What are the powers delegated by you to the District Education Officer (SE) Moga authorizing her to make temporary arrangements and send the officials to the other offices beyond her jurisdiction?  A copy of the relevant orders be provided.”


On perusal of the file, it is observed that the registry has, through an oversight, named the District Education Officer (SE), Moga as the respondent.


Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received from him.   Respondent present has also not been able to point this fact out despite the fact that a copy of the original application for information dated 02.05.2011 which is duly addressed to the Director (Admn.), Education Department Punjab, Chandigarh had been annexed with the notice of hearing issued by the Commission.



It is further noted that when no information came to be provided to Sh. Gurdeep Singh in response to his application dated 02.05.2011, he had 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.
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In this view of the matter, it is remanded to the First Appellate Authority i.e. Director (Admn.) C/o Director, Public Instruction, Punjab (SE), Chandigarh.  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 02.05.2011 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.

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


With the above noted observations, the case in hand is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.11.2011



State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

The Director (Admn.)

C/o Director Public Instruction (SE),

Punjab, 
Sector 17, Chandigarh.

For compliance as directed hereinabove. 

Encls: As Above.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh
Dated: 22.11.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94173-89338)

Sh. Jasbir Singh

s/o Sh. Kartar Singh,

H. No. 206, Gali No. 2,

Tripari Town,

Patiala.







   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chief Town Planner,

Local Govt. Punjab,

SCO 131-132, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh







    …Respondent
CC- 2597/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Naresh Batta, SDE (98151-40623)



Vide application dated 15.07.2011, Sh. Jasbir Singh sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005 from the PIO, Department of Local Government, Punjab: -
“What action has been taken on the directions contained in orders dated 28.07.2007 issued vide Endst. No. 4/166/06-7LHI/5263-65 dated 01.08.2008 passed on the representation of Jaskirat Singh, Holder of Plot No. 35 in un-built area known as Scheme No. 5-B, Municipal Corporation, Patiala described in drawing no. 1856/83 dated 10.03.1983.  The directions are as under: -

‘The CTP(LG) is directed to thoroughly examine all the circumstances in which the user of site no. 36 was changed on 21.09.2001 so that whatever remedial measures to safeguard the public interest are solicited, the same are taken.’



It has further been asserted by Sh. Jasbir Singh that respondent, vide communication dated 21.07.2011, transferred his request for information to the Chief Town Planner, SCO No. 131-132, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh in terms of Section 6(3)(2) of the RTI Act, 2005.



The instant complaint has been filed before the Commission on 26.08.2011 stating that no information has so far been provided. 



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,
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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 matter, it is remanded to the First Appellate Authority i.e. Principal Secretary, Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh.  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 15.07.2011 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.

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


With the above noted observations, the case in hand is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.11.2011



State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

Principal Secretary Local Govt. 

Punjab, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.

For compliance as directed hereinabove. 

Encls: As Above.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.11.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jabit Singh

C/o Sh. Ranjan Lohan, Advocate,

1509, Sector 22-B,

Chandigarh.






              …Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue, Pb.

Chandigarh.

2.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Nagar Panchayat, Naya Gaon.

3.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Director Local Govt. Patiala.


  …Respondents
CC- 2683/11
Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Lakhvir Singh
For the respondent: Sh. Pardeep Kumar, Supdt.-I (81469-59661)



Vide application dated 23.05.2011, Sh. Jabit Singh sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005 from respondent No. 1: -

“The Society popularly known as ‘The Tribune Employees’ and Friends’ and Housing Welfare Society’, Regd. No. 2507 has developed an illegal colony by plotting the agriculture land falling in Hadbast No. 354, Village Kansal.  Kindly supply me the following information pertaining to the House No. 78 and 101 of said colony, under the RTI Act: 

1.
Total area (in square feet) of house no. 101 in Khewat No. 451, Khatauni no. 461, Khasra No. 125//23/2/2, Hadbast No. 354.

2.
Total area (in square feet) of house no. 78 in Khewat No. 451, Khatauni no. 461, Khasra No. 125//23/2/2, Hadbast No. 354.

3.
Rough site plan (along with dimensions) of house No. 78 and 101 showing its placement with respect to Khewat No. 451, Khatauni No. 461, Khasra No. 125//23/2/2, Hadbast No. 354.

4.
Kindly provide me the latest map of village Kansal, Distt. Mohali.”



The instant complaint has been filed before the Commission on 05.09.2011. 



It is, however, observed that another appeal case being AC
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(631/11 & 668/11 clubbed) is coming up for hearing tomorrow i.e. 23.11.2011 wherein the maiden hearing took place on 12.10.2011 and wherein also, the same information has been sought by the present complainant namely Sh. Jabit Singh.  However, the complainant submitted that information on one additional point has been sought in the instant case.


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 matter, it is remanded to the First Appellate Authority i.e. Financial Commissioner Revenue, Punjab, Chandigarh.  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 23.05.2011 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.

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


With the above observations, the present case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.11.2011



State Information Commissioner
Copy to: Financial Commissioner Revenue, Punjab, Chandigarh.

For compliance as directed hereinabove. 

Encls: As Above.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.11.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Vinod Kumar

s/o Sh. Hari Chand,

House No. B-1/695, 

Near N.M.S.D. High School,

Barnala







   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Colonization,

SCO No. 2437-38, Sector 22-C,

Chandigarh







    …Respondent
CC- 2611/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Gurnek Singh, APIO (98764-12600); and Malkit Singh, Kanungo (94638-51176)

Vide application dated 20.07.2011, Sh. Vinod Kumar sought the following information from the respondent, under the RTI Act, 2005: -

“Following, regarding Barnala Mandi carved out by your department: - 
1.
Provide an attested copy of the plan (site plan) of Barnala Mandi released at the said time.

2.
Provide an attested copy of the complete file pertaining to Jamabandi comprising the Barnala Mandi at the said time.

3.
Provide attested copy of the complete file pertaining to Fard concerning the land of Barnala Mandi which was put to auction.”



It is further the case of Sh. Vinod Kumar that respondent, vide letter dated 16.08.2011 advised him that the information sought being voluminous, could not be provided.   It was however, stated that in case information pertaining to any particular name or plot was required, the same could be obtained by visiting their office which will be provided to him immediately. 



The complaint in hand has been filed before the Commission on 26.08.2011 pleading that no information has been provided so far. 



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



Sh. Gurnek Singh, APIO, appearing on behalf of the respondent 
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reiterated their earlier stand that the information sought is voluminous, apart from being more than 60-65 years old.  He further submitted that besides the above, major portion of the information pertains to third party and the same cannot be provided without obtaining the consent of the third person(s) concerned as per the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.   He stressed that if such huge information is provided, it is bound to adversely affect the resources of the Public Authority a lot of expenditure will have to be incurred.   He assured the Commission that in case any particular or specific information / document is required by the complainant, he can intimate the same which shall be provided in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 in this regard.


In view of the submissions made on behalf of the respondent, it is obviously that his stand in the matter is valid, has force and hence accepted.   Further, keeping in view of the assurance of the respondent today that in case any particular or specific information / document is required by the complainant, he can intimate the same which shall be provided in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 in this regard, the case in hand is ordered to be closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.11.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
(098781-38340)

Sh. Jiwan Garg

House No. B-1/1473-A,

Opp. Old Bombay Palace,

Jakhal Road,

Sunam (Distt. Sangrur)-148028.




      …..Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Local Govt. Pb.

Chandigarh 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Local Govt. Pb.

Chandigarh






…..Respondents

AC- 801/11
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.


For the respondent: Ms. Gurdev Kaur, Sr. Asstt. (99882-15330)



Vide application dated 10/12.05.2011 (delivered by Speed Post on 18.05.2011, as claimed by the applicant in his First Appeal preferred on 11.07.2011), Sh. Jiwan Garg sought inspection of the visitors’ registers, dak receipt and desaptch register, inspection of all the files and records maintained concerning new official vehicle Mahindra Bolero Jeep by Municipal Committee, Sunam and also sought copies of various documents pertaining to the above matters. 


Receiving no response, Sh. Garg filed the first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 11.07.2011.  When yet no information was provided, the applicant-appellant filed the instant Second Appeal before the Commission vide appeal dated 22.08.2011 (received in the office on 29.08.2011)


Appellant informed the office over the telephone regretting his inability to attend the hearing today.  However, written submissions dated 14.11.2011 have been made by Sh. Garg wherein it is asserted: -

“SUBMISSIONS OF THE APPELLANT WHICH MAY KINDLY BE READ AS SUBMITTED BY THE APPELLANT DURING THE HEARING OF ABOVE SAID APPEAL MATTER as due to appellant’s pre-occupancies and personal reasons, the appellant could not personally present his appeal matter this time: -

1.
Humble prayer, kindly pass an appropriate order by directing the ld. PIO & Ist appellate authority to provide all the desired information & inspection of Visitors-Registers, Dak-
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receipt & Dak-despatch registers / records, files & records in regards to sanctioning the purchase of Mahindra Bolero by Municipal Committee, Sunam etc. as is sought by the appellant vide his application dated 10.05.2011.

2.
Kindly intimate the penal & disciplinary action against ld. PIO & 1st Appellate Authority as ld. PIO intentionally had not provided the desired information as was sought by the appellant vide his application dated 10.05.2011.  Because 1st Appellate Authority (Ld. Director, Local Govt. Punjab) himself & PIO both had shown their utter disregards to RTI Act and had tried to hush up the RTI Application & appeal matter.  Because neither the appeal order nor the desired information is received by the appellant till the date of this submission (i.e. not received till 14.11.2011.)

Respected Madam,

With reference to above said hearing notice dated 31.10.2007 for fixing the hearing of above said appeal on 22.11.20-11.  The appellant’s submission in this regard as below: -

1.
That the appellant hereby requests to grant him leave from present personal appearance this time i.e. on 22.11.2011 because appellant may not be in a position to appear personally before the Hon’ble Commission due to appellant’s pre-occupancies and personal reasons.   However, the appellant hereby assures the Hon’ble Commission to appear before Commission on next hearing and / or as and when Commission requires the appellant’s personal appearance to dispose of the present appeal judiciously. 

2.
That the Hon’ble Commission is hereby requested to kindly investigate and enquire from Ld. PIO about the reasons for nor providing the desired information to the appellant and kindly direct the ld. PIO & other concerned authorities O/o Director Local Govt. Punjab to provide parawise / sub-parawise all the desired information in the desired manner to the appellant as is sought by him vide his RTI application 10.05.2011 as PIO still not provided the desired information to the appellant by showing his utter disregards to RTI Act 2005 as already is mentioned & explained in the appeal.

Prayer:

1.
That the Hon’ble Commission is hereby requested to kindly consider these written submissions of the appellant that these written submissions had been submitted by the appellant upon his personal appearance before the Commission and may
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kindly pass appropriate order upon the appeal judicially as requested, after considering the contents of RTI-applications dated 10.05.2011, 2nd appeal dated 22.08.2011 along with these written submissions. 

2.
The Hon’ble Commission is hereby respectfully prayed kindly pass a landmark order to take penal and disciplinary action against the defaulting PIO and 1st Appellate Authority o/o Director Local Govt. Punjab as prescribed under RTI Act, firstly for making joke of RTI Act by not replying to RTI application of appellant and not sending any appeal order to the appellant which had been heard on 19.09.2011 after filing of second appeal with Hon’ble Commission.  And now not providing the desired information, despite the fact that 1st Appellate Authority had directed ld. PIO to provide all the desired information to the appellant. 


3.
The Hon’ble Commission is hereby further requested to direct the PIO / other concerned authorities to provide the desired information to the appellant completely free of cost now u/s 7(6) of RTI Act, 2005.  Because the desired information has still not been provided to the appellant even after passing of more than six months from the date of RTI Application dated 10.05.2011.

4.
The Hon’ble Commission is hereby requested to kindly pass appropriate order to suitably compensate the appellant in respect of the harassments suffered by the appellant and for the time, expense and energy spent by him in trying to get the desired information, as PIO still had failed to provide the desired information as was sought by the appellant as very well explained above briefly, in addition to already mentioned & explained in details parawise / sub-parawise in the respective Paras of this appeal under consideration.”



Respondent present submitted that the First Appellate Authority has already responded to the communication / appeal of the applicant.  However, she is not aware as to what were the contents of the response sent.  She further submitted that the appellant appeared before the First Appellate Authority on 19.09.2011, who ordered that inspection of records be allowed to the applicant-appellant. 


Further, a letter No. 35618 dated 21.11.2011 has been received from the Respondent - Supdt.-cum-APIO, which is addressed to Sh. Garg and reads as under: -
“Ref. this office endorsement no. EST3-(Estt)-DLG-11/29976 dated 03.10.2011.
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2.
It is to inform you that in connection with the information sought by you under the RTI Act, 2005, the relevant diary, dispatch and visitors’ registers have been procured; hence you can visit this office on any working day, as per your convenience to inspect the relevant records.”



Sh. Bachan Singh, Establishment Officer-cum-PIO, office of the Director Local Govt. Pb. is directed to provide complete and relevant information to the applicant-appellant as early as possible and intimate the compliance to the Commission.  


Respondent PIO is further directed to appear personally on the next date fixed.



For further proceedings, to come up on 21.12.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.11.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98786-11151)

Sh. Sat Pal Singh

s/o Sh. Gurdev Singh,

227-D, Rajguru Nagar,

Ferozepur Road,

Ludhiana.







      …..Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Urban Planning & Development Authority,

Sector 62, Mohali 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Punjab Urban Planning & Development Department,

Sector 62, Mohali





…..Respondents

AC- 791/11
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: Sh. Rajinder Singh Supdt. (T.E.) (98786-16035)


Sh. Satpal Singh, vide letter dated 18.04.2011, sought the following information from the respondent, under the RTI Act, 2005: -

“Following, regarding the registered letter dated 12.03.2011 sent by me to your office: -

Names & designation of the officers who dealt with the said letter dated 12.03.2011 including the respective notings, up to the final outcome.”



It has further been submitted by Sh. Satpal Singh that when no information was provided, he preferred the first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 16.06.2011.



The instant Second Appeal has been filed with the Commission on 25.08.2011 pleading that no information has so far been provided.



Sh. Sat Pal Singh is not present today nor has any communication been received from him. 



However, copy of letter no. 26842-A dated 14.11.2011 which is addressed to the applicant-appellant by the Additional Chief Administrator, PUDA, Mohali has been forwarded to the Commission wherein it is asserted: 

“Ref. your letters dated 01.03.2011, 18.03.2011 and 16.06.2011 regarding information under the RTI Act, 2005.
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It is to inform you that under the provisions of Punjab Regional & Town Planning and Development Act, 1995, Punjab Urban Planning & Development Authority is competent to frame service regulations for the officials of the Authority.  Service Regulations concerning Draughtsmen, a copy whereof has already been provided to you, are also approved by this Authority.  However, a copy thereof is once again sent to you.
So far as the tips of dealing establishment are concerned, a copy of the relevant office noting is being sent herewith.” 



It is observed that of the documents produced by the respondent are different from the ones sought by the complainant.


Respondent PIO is directed to ensure that complete and relevant information is provided to the complainant within a month’s time, under intimation to the Commission.  The complainant shall also inform the Commission if the information, when provided, is to his satisfaction. 



Respondent PIO is further directed to be present in person on the next date fix to explain the matter.



For further proceedings, to come up on 21.12.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.11.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(99144-26519)
Sh. Nand Singh s/o Sh. Gurdial Singh,

Panch, Gram Panchayat,

Ramuwala Harchoka,

(Tehsil & Distt. Moga)





   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Moga-I.







   …Respondent
CC- 2631/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Nand Singh in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Sukhbir Singh, Panchayat Secretary (98145-00648)



The present complaint has been filed before the Commission on 29.08.2011 by S/Sh. Nand Singh and Baljit Singh, pleading that no information sought by them under the RTI Act, 2005 vide application dated 05.01.2011 has been provided by the respondent so far.  The information sought was: -
“Please provide copies of Works Register and Stock Register for the period 01.09.2008 to 05.01.2011 from the current Sarpanch Harmel Kaur, village Ramuwala Harchoka, Distt. Moga.”



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 matter, it is remanded to the First Appellate Authority i.e. Sh. Balkar Singh, District Development & Panchayat Officer, Moga.  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 05.01.2011 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.
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If, however, the applicant-complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., the complainant Sh. Nand Singh will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.


With the above observations, the present case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.11.2011



State Information Commissioner
Copy to: 

Sh. Balkar Singh, District Development & Panchayat Officer, Moga.

For compliance as directed hereinabove. 

Encls: As Above.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.11.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Balwant Garg s/o Sh. Om Parkash,

No. 33, Park Avenue,

Faridkot







   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District & Sessions Judge,

Faridkot.







    …Respondent
CC- 2632/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Ashok Mehta, CAO-cum-[OP (90230-54673); and Rakesh Kumar, English Clerk-cum-APIO (99882-17372)



The present complaint has been filed with the Commission by Sh. Balwant Garg on 29.08.2011 alleging that only part information pursuant to his application dated 05.07.2011 submitted under the RTI Act, 2005 (finally submitted on 09.07.2011 after removal of the objections pointed out by the respondent) has been provided and the rest of the information is not forthcoming.   Sh. Garg had sought information on 24 points pertaining to the land and Court Complex (Building) (housing the respondent office).


Respondent present submitted that the applicant-complainant has invoked the jurisdiction of the Hon’ble Commission without availing the remedy of appeal before the First Appellate Authority which is in contravention of the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.



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 matter, it is remanded to the First Appellate Authority i.e. District & Sessions Judge, Faridkot.  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
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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 05.07.2011 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.

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


With the above observations, the present case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.11.2011



State Information Commissioner
Copy to: 

District & Sessions Judge,

Faridkot. 

For compliance as directed hereinabove. 

Encls: As Above.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.11.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98551-51221)

Sh. R.K. Arya

Village: Kansal Colony, 

P.O. Nadda,

Distt. Mohali







   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Education Officer (SE)

Moga.







      
    …Respondent
CC- 2649/11
Order

Present:
Complainant.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Bharat Bhushan, L.A. (94170-95843) along with Satish Kumar (98880-14329)



Vide application dated 15.03.2011, Sh. R.K. Arya sought the following information from the respondent under the RTI Act, 2005: 

“Details of candidates (registration number / full address / merit who did not appear before the scrutiny committee / recruitment committee, Moga dated 05.04.2008 onwards, in response to advertisement dated 29.08.2007 appeared in the daily ‘Ajit’ (Jalandhar).”



It is further the case of Sh. Arya that vide communication dated 09.06.2011, certain information was supplied to him. 



Alleging withholding of rest of the information, the present complaint has been filed before the Commission by Sh. Arya on 30.08.2011.



Respondents present submitted that the complainant has an alternate remedy of filing an appeal before the First Appellate Authority which he has bypassed and has approached the Commission, which is in contravention of the relevant provisions of the 
RTI Act, 2005.   Hence he 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 matter, it is remanded to the First Appellate Authority i.e. District & Sessions Judge, Faridkot.  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
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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 15.03.2011 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.

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


With the above observations, the present case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 

 

Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh
Dated: 22.11.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98789-54203)

Sh. Kuldip Singh

House No. 23, Baba Mohan Dass Nagar,

Near Salimpur Gate,

B/s Verka Milk Plant,

Jalandhar-144004.






   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Jalandhar Development Authority,

S.C.O. 40-41, Ladhowal Road,

Jalandhar.







    …Respondent
CC- 2666/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Kuldip Singh in person.





For the respondent: Sh. Sham Lal, Sr. Asstt. (98723-14552)



The complaint in hand has been filed before the Commission by Sh. Kuldip Singh on 02.09.2011 stating that no information as sought by him vide his application dated 20.05.2011 submitted under the RTI Act, 2005 has been supplied by the respondent.   Sh. Kuldip Singh had sought the following information: -
“Postal orders amounting to Rs. 200/- annexed representing Rs. 10/- towards the fee prescribed under the RTI Act and Rs. 190/- towards photocopying charges of the documents to be supplied towards information.  Please provide me the following information: -
Testing reports of building material (Civil Department) for the period - Year 1995 to 2010 got conducted from Dr. B.R. Ambedkar National Institute of Technology, Jalandhar, in the following format: -

	S. No.
	Building whose material got tested
	Date / Year
	Name & Designation of the Officer submitting the report

	
	
	
	




At this, the complainant pointed out that he had, in fact, sought information from 1995 to 2010 but has been provided information only for the year 2010.



Sh. Sham Lal, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted
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that this information was to be provided by Civil Engineer (Works), Jalandhar.  But, he further stated, the same has already been provided by the said office on 02.09.2011.


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 matter, it is remanded to the First Appellate Authority i.e. Sh. S.R. Singla, Additional Chief Administrator, Jalandhar Development Authority, Jalandhar.  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 20.05.2011 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.

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


With the above observations, the present case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.11.2011



State Information Commissioner
Copy to: 
Sh. S.R. Singla, Additional Chief Administrator, Jalandhar Development Authority, Jalandhar.  

For compliance as directed hereinabove. 

Encls: As Above.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.11.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Paramjit Singh Khatkar,

s/o S. Karnail Singh Khatkar,

VPO Chowkimann,

Tehsil Jagraon,

Distt. Ludhiana-142023.





   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Education Officer (SE)

Faridkot







    …Respondent
CC- 2695/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Santa Singh, Junior Asstt. (98880-27113)



Vide application dated 15.06.2011, Sh. Paramjit Singh Khatkar sought the following information from the respondent under the RTI Act, 2005: 
“Reg. selection of 108 General Female Headmistress by School Education Department, Punjab through C-DAC on line registration pursuant to advertisement No. 01/October 2006: 
Name, parentage, registration number and place of posting of the Headmistresses selected as above, who reported for duty in your district, till date; and similar particulars of the selected candidates who did not report for duty.  If any selected candidate has submitted an affidavit regarding non-appearance, a photocopy of the same should also be provided.”



The instant complaint has been filed before the Commission (received in the office on 07.09.2011) stating the no information has so far been provided. 



Respondent present submitted that complete relevant information has already been posted to the applicant-complainant per registered post on 16.11.2011.   He also produced a photocopy of the postal receipt in support of his contention that the information has been sent by registered post.



It is almost a week when the information was sent to the complainant by registered post which must have been received by him ere now.  Since Sh. Paramjit Singh Khatkar has not appeared today nor has any communication to the contrary has been received from him, it appears he is satisfied.
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Accordingly, seeing the merits of the case, it is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.11.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Paramjit Singh Khatkar,

s/o S. Karnail Singh Khatkar,

VPO Chowkimann,

Tehsil Jagraon,

Distt. Ludhiana-142023.





   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Education Officer (SE)

Mansa







    …Respondent
CC- 2699/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: Sh. Sat Pal, Senior Asstt. (94173-66726)



Vide application dated 15.06.2011, Sh. Paramjit Singh Khatkar sought the following information from the respondent under the RTI Act, 2005: 

“Reg. selection of 108 General Female Headmistress by School Education Department, Punjab through C-DAC on line registration pursuant to advertisement No. 01/October 2006: 

Name, parentage, registration number and place of posting of the Headmistresses selected as above, who reported for duty in your district, till date; and similar particulars of the selected candidates who did not report for duty.  If any selected candidate has submitted an affidavit regarding non-appearance, a photocopy of the same should also be provided.”



The instant complaint has been filed before the Commission (received in the office on 07.09.2011) stating the no information has so far been provided. 



Respondent present submitted that complete relevant information has already been posted to the applicant-complainant per registered post on 11.11.2011.   He also produced a photocopy of the postal receipt in support of his contention that the information has been sent by registered post.



It is almost a week when the information was sent to the complainant by registered post which must have been received by him ere now.  Since Sh. Paramjit Singh Khatkar has not appeared today nor has any communication to the contrary has been received from him, it appears he is satisfied.



Accordingly, seeing the merits of the case, it is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 
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Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.11.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(48555-28928)

Sh. Des Raj (Retd. Principal)

H. No. 110, Street No. 7,

Mansa Devi Nagar,

Satnampura, Phagwara

(Distt. Kapurthala) – 144402.




   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal,

Khalsa College of Education,

Amritsar







    …Respondent

CC- 3053/11

Order

Present: -
None for the Complainant. 


For the respondent: Sh. Jagmohan Singh (97802-65440)



Vide original application dated 25.08.2010, Sh. Des Raj sought the following information from the respondent college: -
“Service Book of Sh. Ravail Singh, Retd. Maths Master of Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Lakhpur, Distt. Kapurthala, reflects his father’s name as ‘Mehanga Ram’.  He passed B. Ed. Exam under roll no. 338 Session April 1972 from Khalsa College of Education, Amritsar (G.N.D.U.) and his registration no. is 70H/A-1182.

Please provide the following information: -


(i)
Name of father;

(ii)
Category under which B. Ed. Passed (supply photocopy);
(iii)
Permanent Address.”



The present complaint with the Commission has been preferred vide letter dated 11.10.2011 (received in the office on 17.10.2011).



Respondent has presented copy of a letter no. 1288 dated 14.01.2011 addressed to the complainant wherein, it is stated: -



“Father’s Name

Sh. Mehnga Singh;

Permanent Address:
VPO Sangatpur, Tehsil Tarn Taran, Distt. Amritsar.”



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


It is however, observed that the category Sh. Ravail Singh belongs to has not been communicated to the applicant-complainant.
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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 matter, it is remanded to the First Appellate Authority i.e. Dr. J.S. Dhillon, Principal-PIO, Khalsa College of Education, Amritsar.  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 25.08.2010 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.

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


With the above observations, the present case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.11.2011



State Information Commissioner
Copy to: 
Dr. J.S. Dhillon, Principal, Khalsa College of Education, Amritsar.  

For compliance as directed hereinabove. 

Encls: As Above.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.11.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(0164-2281175)

Sh. Amar Nath,

H. No. 33159, Street No. 01,

Partap Nagar,

Bathinda-151005.






      …..Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal,

SSD Mangat Ram Mittal Sr. Sec. School,

Sanguana Basti, Bathinda 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal,

SSD Mangat Ram Mittal Sr. Sec. School,

Sanguana Basti, Bathinda 




…..Respondents

AC- 1004/11
Order

Present: -
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: Ms. Rekha Garg (97800-37308); and Sh. Kuldeep Singh (98780-70331)



Vide application dated 10.06.2011, Sh. Amar Nath sought the following information from the respondent: -

“Copy of a letter dated 19.05.2008 addressed by the Principal of your college to the D.E.O. (EE) Bathinda is annexed herewith.  Please provide me the following information: -


(i)
An attested copy of the letter dated 19.05.2008;

(ii)
As per the said letter, two teachers have made a written statement confirming their signatures on the Agreements.  Copies of relevant written statements of both the teachers be provided;
(iii)
Attested copies of both the Agreements.”



Complainant has submitted that the first appeal before the First Appellate Authority was filed on 11.07.2011 due to non-receipt of the information; and the instant Second Appeal before the Commission has been preferred vide letter dated 07.10.2011 (received in the office on 12.10.2011).



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



Ms. Rekha Garg, Principal appearing on behalf of the respondent submitted that their school is a private institution.  No grant-in-aid whatsoever from any source – Govt. or otherwise, is being received by
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them nor have they been granted any exemptions / concessions in any financial matters.   She further submitted that she would send an affidavit to this effect very shortly.


The submissions made by the respondent appear to be genuine and valid and hence accepted.   However, Ms. Rekha Garg shall send an affidavit as stated by her in today’s hearing, for records of the Commission. 



Seeing the merits of the case, therefore, it is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.11.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ms. Paramjit Kaur

w/o Brig. J.S. Grewal,

49, Silver City,

Zirakpura (Distt. Mohali)





      …..Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Bathinda 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Bathinda 






…..Respondents

AC- 1016/11  

Order

Present: -
For the complainant: S/Sh. Arun Bansal, advocate (98140-17584); and Amrish Brar, advocate (98764-53883)

None for the respondent.



Vide application dated 01.07.2011, the applicant-appellant Ms. Paramjit Kaur sought information pertaining to Entry / Rapat in mutation / Jamabandi register in respect of land situated in Khasra No. 5711/4119(14-17), 5712/4119(4-19), 5713/4119(4-19), 5714/4119(0-7) situated in village Patti Jhuti, Bathinda, in terms of order dated 07.08.2008 passed by ld. Collector Sub Division, Bathinda.


It is further the case of the applicant-appellant that the first appeal before the First Appellate Authority was filed on 12.09.2011 which was returned undelivered with the remarks of postal authorities – ‘Concerned officer is not in seat.’



The present second appeal has been filed before the Commission on 12.10.2011 contending that no information has so far been provided. 



No one has come present on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received.



Accordingly, the First Appellate Authority – Sh. K.K. Yadav, Deputy Commission, Bathinda; and the PIO – Additional Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda are hereby directed to appear in person on the next date fixed to explain the matter.


In the meantime, they shall also endeavour to provide complete and relevant information to the applicant-appellant Ms. Paramjit Kaur, within a month’s time under intimation to the Commission.
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For further proceedings, to come up on 15.12.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh





   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 22.11.2011



State Information Commissioner
