STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Tarsem Singh

S/o Sh. Jagat Singh,

Habib Wala Road,

Kamboj Nagar,

Ferozepur City






        ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Tehsildar,

Ferozepur







          ..…Respondent

    C. C . No. 2967   of 2011

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Tarsem Singh, Complainant, in person.

Mr. Manjit Singh, Tehsildar, for the Respondent.




  _____



This case was heard on 06.12.2011. 

2.

Today, the Respondent Tehsildar – Mr. Manjit Singh has personally 

appeared and he has submitted his reply, dated 26.12.2011, to show-cause issued under Section 20 of the RTI Act on 22.11.2011. This is taken on record.

3.

A plain reading of this written-reply reveals that the information was sent to the information-seeker, on 11.08.2011, against his RTI request, dated 19.07.2011. Subsequently, the same information was also sent to him on 16.12.2011 through registered post and was also delivered personally to him through an official of the Office of Tehsildar.
4.

The Respondent has produced a despatch register showing that the 
the information was sent to the Complainant, on 11.08.2011. A copy of the same is also in the original office-file, put up before the Commission. The information-seeker says that he did not receive the letter, dated 11.08.2011. However, he confirms having received the information on 18.12.2011 which was personally delivered to him.
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5.

The Respondent Tehsildar in his written-reply has stated the facts and circumstances as to how the original RTI request was dealt with and how due to negligence of his subordinate staff neither the notice of hearing issued by the Commission nor the order passed by the Commissioner on 22.11.2011 was put up to him. He says separately he has taken up the matter with the  District Administration recommending action against the erring staff, which held back the papers pertaining to the RTI application.

6.

In view of the foregoing explanation given by the Respondent Tehsildar, show-cause issued to him is withdrawn, penalty imposed upon him of Rs. 15000/- is dropped and also that no compensation be paid to the Complainant, since, there is, apparently, no willful denial/delay in supplying the information. 
7.

However, the Respondent Tehsildar is warned to be more careful in dealing with the RTI requests and to periodically review the status of RTI applications received in his office and no detriment is suffered by the information-seekers.



The case is disposed of and closed.


Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to the parties.
                                 


Place: Chandigarh.





            (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 26.12.2011.



               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Tarsem Singh

S/o Sh. Jagat Singh,

Habib Wala Road,

Kamboj Nagar,

Ferozepur City






        ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Tehsildar,

Ferozepur.







        ..…Respondent

C. C .No. 2971   of 2011

      ORDER

Present :
Mr. Tarsem Singh, Complainant, in person.

Mr. Manjit Singh, Tehsildar, for the Respondent.




  _____



This case was heard on 06.12.2011. 

2.

Today, the Respondent Tehsildar – Mr. Manjit Singh has personally 

appeared and he has submitted his reply, dated 26.12.2011, to show-cause issued under Section 20 of the RTI Act on 22.11.2011. This is taken on record.

3.

A plain reading of this written-reply reveals that the information was sent to the information-seeker, on 11.08.2011, against his RTI request, dated 19.07.2011. Subsequently, the same information was also sent to him on 16.12.2011 through registered post and was also delivered personally to him through an official of the Office of Tehsildar.

4.

 The Respondent has produced a despatch register showing that the 

the information was sent to the Complainant on 11.08.2011. A copy of the same is also in the original office-file, put up before the Commission. The information-seeker says that he did not receive the letter, dated 11.08.2011. However, he confirms having received the information on 18.12.2011 which was personally delivered to him.
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5.

The Respondent Tehsildar in his written-reply has stated the facts and circumstances as to how the original RTI request was dealt with and how due to negligence of his subordinate staff neither the notice of hearing issued by the Commission nor the order passed by the Commissioner on 22.11.2011 was put up to him. He says separately he has taken up the matter with the  District Administration recommending action against the erring staff, which held back the papers pertaining to the RTI application.

6.

In view of the foregoing explanation given by the Respondent Tehsildar, show-cause issued to him is withdrawn, penalty imposed upon him of Rs. 15000/- is dropped and also that no compensation be paid to the Complainant, since, there is, apparently, no willful denial/delay in supplying the information. 

7.

However, the Respondent Tehsildar is warned to be more careful in dealing with the RTI requests and to periodically review the status of RTI applications received in his office and no detriment is suffered by the information-seekers.



The case is disposed of and closed.



Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to the parties.
                                 


Place: Chandigarh.





            (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 26.12.2011.



               State Information Commissioner
