  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Baljit Singh

S/o Sh. Sukhdev Singh,

V. P. O. – Bhangala,

Tehsil – Patti,

Distt. – Tarn Taran







  ..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Supdt. of Police,

Tarn Taran (Punjab)



   
   


      ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  711  of 2014

Present :
None on behalf of the complainant 
Sh. Dilbag Singh, A.S.I.,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated 23.12.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 

inquiry report in respect of FIR No. 157,  u/s 354, 506 against the complainant. The complaint with the Commission is dated  19.02.2014.
Sh. Dilbag Singh, A.S.I.,  who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 
hearing submits that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant - Sh. Baljit Singh, vide letter no. 180/PRTI dated 11.02.2014 through registered post. A copy of the same is taken on record. He also produces a written-note dated 12.03.2014 signed by the complainant as an acknowledgement of having received the requisite information, in which he claimed that he is satisfied with the information supplied and asked for filing of his case. It is taken on record.




Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







            (Chander Parkash)

2nd    April, 2014

                                  State Information Commissioner
  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Balwinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Resham Singh,

Street – 2, 2nd Crossing,

Ekta Colony,

ABOHAR,

Distt. – Fazilka








  ..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Officer,

Municipal Committee,

ABOHAR,

Distt. – Fazilka




   
   


      ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  716  of 2014

Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
Sh. Jaspal Singh, Clerk,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated 03.12.2013 .  The information demanded pertains to 
action taken report on the complaint dated 22.04.2013 regarding encroachment of land,  submitted to the S.D.M., Abohar, by the complainant. The complaint with the Commission is dated 19.02.2014.  

Sh. Jaspal Singh, Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 

hearing, submits a letter dated 26.03.2014 signed by Executive officer, Nagar Council, Abohar, stating  that the encroachment of land has been removed by the Municipal Council, Abohar.
The  complainant- Sh. Balwinder Singh, through a letter, which has been 

submitted by the representative of the respondent during the hearing in the Commission today, has informed the Commission that he is satisfied with the action taken by the PIO concerned  and he is fully satisfied and  wants that his complaint may please be filed.  It is taken on record.

In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







       (Chander Parkash)

2nd    April, 2014

                            
         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Jatinder Singh

S/o Sh. Jagtar Singh,

V.P.O. – Dhottian,

Teh. & Distt. – Tarn Taran






  ..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Supdt. of Police,

Tarn Taran -143401 (Punjab)


   
   


      ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  724  of 2014
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant 
Sh. Dilbag Singh, A.S.I.,   on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated  11.11.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 
names of person against whom a case has been registered by the police on 01.11.2013 in village Kot Dharam Chand Kalan,Tarn Taran. The complaint with the Commission is dated 19.02.2014. 

Sh .  Dilbag Singh, A.S.I.,   who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 

hearing,  submits a letter no. 10016 dated 31.03.2014 signed by S. S. P., Tarn Taran stating that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant – Sh. Jatinder Singh, vide letter no. 1060/PRTI dated 15.11.2013 through registered post. A copy of the same is taken on record. He also produces a written-note dated 08.03.2014 signed by the complainant as an acknowledgement of having received the requisite information, in which he claimed that he is satisfied with the information supplied and asked for filing of his case. It is taken on record.




Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.






   (Chander Parkash)

2nd    April, 2014

                                  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Kanwaljit Singh

S/o Sh. Harbhajan Singh,

H. No. 3, Gali Jamnu Wali,

Kot Mangal Singh,

Tarn Taran Road,

Amritsar








  ..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Supdt. of Police,

Tarn Taran -143401 (Punjab)


   
   


      ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  754  of 2014
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant 
Sh. Dilbag Singh, A.S.I.,   on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated  26.12.2013.  The information demanded pertains to  
action taken report on the  affidavit dated 03.12.2012 duly attested  and  sent through registered post vide postal Receipt No. 207 dated 03.12.2012. The complaint with the Commission is dated 20.02.2014. 

Sh .  Dilbag Singh, A.S.I.,   who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 

hearing,  submits a letter no. 10016 dated 31.03.2014 signed by S. S. P., Tarn Taran stating that the  requisite information comprising of 10 pages  has been handed over to the complainant – Sh. Kanwaljit Singh, who visited the office of the respondent on 07.03.2014.   He also produces a written-note dated 07.03.2014 signed by the complainant as an acknowledgement of having received the requisite information, in which he claimed that he is satisfied with the information supplied and asked for filing of his case. It is taken on record.




Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.






   (Chander Parkash)

2nd    April, 2014

                                     State Information Commissioner
              STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ripu Daman Ohri,

1333, Phase – II,

Shivalik Avenue,

Naya Nangal - 140126


Distt. - Ropar        








..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur – 146001 (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur – 146001 (Punjab)







…Respondent






              Appeal  Case No.  1017 of 2014

Present :
Sh. Ripu Daman Ohri,   appellant in person.
Sh.  Chander Sharma, Registry Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated 12.11.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 
Sale Deed No. 3882 dated 17.05.1959 - Manohar Lal versus M/s Balak Ram Mehar Chand.First appeal is dated  08.01.2014. Second appeal with the Commission is dated  13.02.2014.
Sh.  Chander Sharma, Registry Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in 

today’s hearing,  states that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant - Sh. Ripu Daman Ohri.
The appellant, Sh. Ripu Daman Ohri states that the information supplied to him by 

the respondent PIO is misleading and he is not satisfied with the same. He further states that he made his first appeal on 08.01.2014 to the First Appellate Authority, who is Ms. Tanu Kashyap, IAS, Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur, He states that the First appellate authority has not bothered to issue any notice of hearing to the parties concerned till today. The appeal is pending with her.

After  examining the documents placed on record, I found that the applicant has 

approached the First Appellate Authority under Section 19 by filing an appeal on 08.01.2014.

However, the First Appellate Authority  did not take any action or pass any 

speaking order/decision on the appeal of the appellant.

Contd…2/-

Appeal  Case No.  1017 of 2014


-2-
As per version of Sh.  Chander Sharma, Registry Clerk, office of the Deputy 

Commissioner, Hoshiarpur, Ms. Tanu Kashyap, IAS, Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur is the first appellate authority in this case.

It  is to be noted that Ms. Tanu Kashyap, IAS, Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur 

did not dispose of the first appeal of the appellant as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005.  It is apparent that she is not interested in fulfilling the responsibilities assigned to her as first appellant authority under the RTI Act, 2005 as she failed to dispose of the first appeal as per law concerned.

As the First Appellate Authority has been entrusted with the judiciary power and 

duties under the RTI Act, it shall examine the documents, summon the parties, give them an opportunity of hearing and then decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order within stipulated period as per the provisions of the RTI Act. 



Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority , who is Ms. Tanu Kashyap,  IAS,  Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur with the hope that  she  would show more sense of responsibility and duly  extend the respect to the right  to Information given to the citizen by the Parliament.


If Ms. Kashyap now fails to dispose of the first appeal as per law , it would  further reflect that Ms. Tanu Kashyap, IAS, Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur, thinks that she is above the law and she is not interested  in the  implementation of  the RTI Act, 2005.


If the appellant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.






   (Chander Parkash)

2nd    April, 2014

                                  State Information Commissioner
Ms. Tanu Kashyap, IAS, 

(Regd. Post)

Deputy Commissioner, 

Hoshiarpur 
       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ripu Daman Ohri,

1333, Phase – II,

Shivalik Avenue,

Naya Nangal - 140126


Distt. - Ropar        








..…Appellant
Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur – 146001 (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur – 146001 (Punjab)







…Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  1018 of 2014
Present :
Sh. Ripu Daman Ohri,   appellant in person.
Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Registry Clerk , on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated 11.11.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 

sale deed No. 3882 dated 17.05.1959-Manohar Lal verus M/s Balak Ram Mehar Chand.First appeal is dated  08.01.2014 . Second appeal with the Commission is dated 13.02.2014. .
Sh.  Chander Sharma, Registry Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in 

today’s hearing,  states that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant - Sh. Ripu Daman Ohri.

The appellant, Sh. Ripu Daman Ohri states that the information supplied to him by 

the respondent PIO is misleading and he is not satisfied with the same. He further states that he made his first appeal on 08.01.2014 to the First Appellate Authority, who is Ms. Tanu Kashyap, IAS, Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur, He states that the First appellate authority has not bothered to issue any notice of hearing to the parties concerned till today. The appeal is pending with her.

After  examining the documents placed on record, I found that the applicant has 

approached the First Appellate Authority under Section 19 by filing an appeal on 08.01.2014.

However, the First Appellate Authority  did not take any action or pass any 

speaking order/decision on the appeal of the appellant.

Contd…2/-

Appeal  Case No.  1018 of 2014


-2-
As per version of Sh.  Chander Sharma, Registry Clerk, office of the Deputy 

Commissioner, Hoshiarpur, Ms. Tanu Kashyap, IAS, Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur is the first appellate authority in this case.

It  is to be noted that Ms. Tanu Kashyap, IAS, Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur 

did not dispose of the first appeal of the appellant as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005.  It is apparent that she is not interested in fulfilling the responsibilities assigned to her as first appellant authority under the RTI Act, 2005 as she failed to dispose of the first appeal as per law concerned.

As the First Appellate Authority has been entrusted with the judiciary power and 

duties under the RTI Act, it shall examine the documents, summon the parties, give them an opportunity of hearing and then decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order within stipulated period as per the provisions of the RTI Act. 



Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority , who is Ms. Tanu Kashyap,  IAS,  Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur with the hope that  she  would show more sense of responsibility and duly  extend the respect to the right  to Information given to the citizen by the Parliament.


If Ms. Kashyap now fails to dispose of the first appeal as per law , it would  further reflect that Ms. Tanu Kashyap, IAS, Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur, thinks that she is above the law and she is not interested  in the  implementation of  the RTI Act, 2005.


If the appellant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.






   (Chander Parkash)

2nd    April, 2014

                                      State Information Commissioner
Ms. Tanu Kashyap, IAS, 

(Regd. Post)

Deputy Commissioner, 

Hoshiarpur 
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ripu Daman Ohri,

1333, Phase – II,

Shivalik Avenue,

Naya Nangal - 140126


Distt. - Ropar        








..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur – 146001 (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur – 146001 (Punjab)







…Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  1019 of 2014
Present :
Sh. Ripu Daman Ohri,   appellant in person.
i) Sh.  Chander Sharma, Registry Clerk, 

ii) 
Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Registry Clerk , on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated 12.11.2013 .  The information demanded pertains to 
Sale Deeds No. 3234 dated  25.10.1962, 1974 dated 17.05.2000 and 1806 dated 19.06.2000. First appeal is dated 08.01.2014 . Second appeal with the Commission is dated 13.02.2014
Sh.  Chander Sharma, Registry Clerk and Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Registry Clerk, who 

appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing,  state that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant - Sh. Ripu Daman Ohri.

The appellant, Sh. Ripu Daman Ohri states that the information supplied to him by 

the respondent PIO is misleading and he is not satisfied with the same. He further states that he made his first appeal on 08.01.2014 to the First Appellate Authority, who is Ms. Tanu Kashyap, IAS, Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur, He states that the First appellate authority has not bothered to issue any notice of hearing to the parties concerned till today. The appeal is pending with her.

After  examining the documents placed on record, I found that the applicant has 

approached the First Appellate Authority under Section 19 by filing an appeal on 08.01.2014.

However, the First Appellate Authority  did not take any action or pass any 

speaking order/decision on the appeal of the appellant.

Contd…2/-

Appeal  Case No.  1019 of 2014


-2-
As per version of Sh.  Chander Sharma, Registry Clerk, office of the Deputy 

Commissioner, Hoshiarpur, Ms. Tanu Kashyap, IAS, Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur is the first appellate authority in this case.
It  is to be noted that Ms. Tanu Kashyap, IAS, Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur 

did not dispose of the first appeal of the appellant as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005.  It is apparent that she is not interested in fulfilling the responsibilities assigned to her as first appellant authority under the RTI Act, 2005 as she failed to dispose of the first appeal as per law concerned.
As the First Appellate Authority has been entrusted with the judiciary power and 

duties under the RTI Act, it shall examine the documents, summon the parties, give them an opportunity of hearing and then decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order within stipulated period as per the provisions of the RTI Act. 



Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority , who is Ms. Tanu Kashyap,  IAS,  Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur with the hope that  she  would show more sense of responsibility and duly  extend the respect to the right  to Information given to the citizen by the Parliament.


If Ms. Kashyap now fails to dispose of the first appeal as per law , it would  further reflect that Ms. Tanu Kashyap, IAS, Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur, thinks that she is above the law and she is not interested  in the  implementation of  the RTI Act, 2005.


If the appellant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.






   (Chander Parkash)

2nd    April, 2014

                                      State Information Commissioner
Ms. Tanu Kashyap, IAS, 

(Regd. Post)

Deputy Commissioner, 

Hoshiarpur 
     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ripu Daman Ohri,

1333, Phase – II,

Shivalik Avenue,

Naya Nangal - 140126


Distt. - Ropar        








..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Sub-Registrar,

Hoshiarpur – 146001 (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur – 146001 (Punjab)







…Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  1020 of 2014
Present :
Sh. Ripu Daman Ohri,   appellant in person.
Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Registry Clerk , on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated  11.11.2013.  The information demanded pertains to  

Sale Deeds No. 3234 dated  25.10.1962, 1974 dated 17.05.2000 and 1806 dated 19.06.2000.    First appeal is dated  08.01.2014 . Second appeal with the Commission is dated 13.02.2014.
Sh.  Chander Sharma, Registry Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in 

today’s hearing,  states that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant - Sh. Ripu Daman Ohri.

The appellant, Sh. Ripu Daman Ohri states that the information supplied to him by 

the respondent PIO is misleading and he is not satisfied with the same. He further states that he made his first appeal on 08.01.2014 to the First Appellate Authority, who is Ms. Tanu Kashyap, IAS, Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur, He states that the First appellate authority has not bothered to issue any notice of hearing to the parties concerned till today. The appeal is pending with her.

After  examining the documents placed on record, I found that the applicant has 

approached the First Appellate Authority under Section 19 by filing an appeal on 08.01.2014.

However, the First Appellate Authority  did not take any action or pass any 

speaking order/decision on the appeal of the appellant.

Contd…2/-

Appeal  Case No.  1020 of 2014


-2-
As per version of Sh.  Chander Sharma, Registry Clerk, office of the Deputy 

Commissioner, Hoshiarpur, Ms. Tanu Kashyap, IAS, Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur is the first appellate authority in this case.

It  is to be noted that Ms. Tanu Kashyap, IAS, Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur 

did not dispose of the first appeal of the appellant as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005.  It is apparent that she is not interested in fulfilling the responsibilities assigned to her as first appellant authority under the RTI Act, 2005 as she failed to dispose of the first appeal as per law concerned.

As the First Appellate Authority has been entrusted with the judiciary power and 

duties under the RTI Act, it shall examine the documents, summon the parties, give them an opportunity of hearing and then decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order within stipulated period as per the provisions of the RTI Act. 



Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority , who is Ms. Tanu Kashyap,  IAS,  Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur with the hope that  she  would show more sense of responsibility and duly  extend the respect to the right  to Information given to the citizen by the Parliament.


If Ms. Kashyap now fails to dispose of the first appeal as per law , it would  further reflect that Ms. Tanu Kashyap, IAS, Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur, thinks that she is above the law and she is not interested  in the  implementation of  the RTI Act, 2005.


If the appellant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.






   (Chander Parkash)

2nd    April, 2014

                                      State Information Commissioner
Ms. Tanu Kashyap, IAS, 

(Regd. Post)

Deputy Commissioner, 

Hoshiarpur 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054






                        Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ripu Daman Ohri,

1333, Phase – II,

Shivalik Avenue,

Naya Nangal - 140126


Distt. - Ropar        








..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur – 146001 (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur – 146001 (Punjab)







…Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  1021 of 2014
Present :
Sh. Ripu Daman Ohri,   appellant in person.
i) Sh.  Chander Sharma, Registry Clerk ;  

ii) Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Registry Clerk , on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated   11.07.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 
action taken report on complaint regarding  registration of Sale Deed without attaching any proof of ownership. First appeal is dated 09.01.2014 . Second appeal with the Commission is dated  13.02.2014.
Sh.  Chander Sharma, Registry Clerk and Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Registry Clerk, who 

appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing,  state that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant - Sh. Ripu Daman Ohri.

The appellant, Sh. Ripu Daman Ohri states that the information supplied to him by 

the respondent PIO is misleading and he is not satisfied with the same. He further states that he made his first appeal on 08.01.2014 to the First Appellate Authority, who is Ms. Tanu Kashyap, IAS, Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur, He states that the First appellate authority has not bothered to issue any notice of hearing to the parties concerned till today. The appeal is pending with her.

After  examining the documents placed on record, I found that the applicant has 

approached the First Appellate Authority under Section 19 by filing an appeal on 08.01.2014.

However, the First Appellate Authority  did not take any action or pass any 

speaking order/decision on the appeal of the appellant.

Contd…2/-

Appeal  Case No.  1021 of 2014


-2-
As per version of Sh.  Chander Sharma, Registry Clerk, office of the Deputy 

Commissioner, Hoshiarpur, Ms. Tanu Kashyap, IAS, Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur is the first appellate authority in this case.

It  is to be noted that Ms. Tanu Kashyap, IAS, Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur 

did not dispose of the first appeal of the appellant as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005.  It is apparent that she is not interested in fulfilling the responsibilities assigned to her as first appellant authority under the RTI Act, 2005 as she failed to dispose of the first appeal as per law concerned.

As the First Appellate Authority has been entrusted with the judiciary power and 

duties under the RTI Act, it shall examine the documents, summon the parties, give them an opportunity of hearing and then decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order within stipulated period as per the provisions of the RTI Act. 



Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority , who is Ms. Tanu Kashyap,  IAS,  Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur with the hope that  she  would show more sense of responsibility and duly  extend the respect to the right  to Information given to the citizen by the Parliament.


If Ms. Kashyap now fails to dispose of the first appeal as per law , it would  further reflect that Ms. Tanu Kashyap, IAS, Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur, thinks that she is above the law and she is not interested  in the  implementation of  the RTI Act, 2005.


If the appellant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.






   (Chander Parkash)

2nd    April, 2014

                                      State Information Commissioner
Ms. Tanu Kashyap, IAS, 

(Regd. Post)

Deputy Commissioner, 

Hoshiarpur 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Mr. Patrick Patty

S/o Sh. Gulam Masih,

Village – Gakhal Colony,

Teh. & Distt. – Jalandhar







..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Supdt. of  Police (Rural),

Jalandhar (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Inspector General of Police(Zonal),

Jalandhar(Punjab)








…Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  1027 of 2014
Present :
Sh.  Patrick Patty, appellant in person.
Sh.  Ashwani Kumar, A.S.I., Jalandhar (Rural),    on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated 26.07.203 .  The information demanded pertains to  
action taken report on application  No. 1126-PTCI dated 13.07.2013.First appeal is dated  22.11.2013 . Second appeal with the Commission is dated  18.02.2014.
                        Sh.  Ashwani Kumar, A.S.I., Jalandhar (Rural), who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing,  submits a letter No. 22/D/RTI dated 01.04.2014 stating that the requisite information sought for by the appellant - Sh.  Patrick Patty,   has been  supplied to him vide letter No. 32 dated 16.01.2014. It is taken on record.  He also hands over a copy of the same to the appellant during the hearing in the Commission today.
The appellant - Sh.  Patrick Patty, appeared in person in today’s hearing.

I have gone over the queries raised by the applicant - Mr. Patrick Patty, in his RTI 

request and the response given by the respondent-PIO concerned, I found it satisfactory.



In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed.  
  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





  
 (Chander Parkash)

2nd    April, 2014

                                  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Tahil Singh Sekhon,

H. No. 4237,

Sector 68, Mohali








..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Industry & Commerce, Pb.,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17,

Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Director,

Industry & Commerce, Pb.,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17,

Chandigarh












…Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  1035 of 2014
Present :
Sh.   Tahil Singh Sekhon,  appellant in person.
i) Ms. Alka, Supdt., RTI Cell ;
ii) Sh. Avtar Singh, Supdt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated 05.12.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 

complaints submitted by Sh. Davinder Singh, Supdt.(Retd) and Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, Clerk, office of Controller of Stores, Punjab. First appeal is dated  10.01.2014. Second appeal with the Commission is dated  17.02.2014.
Ms. Alka, Supdt., RTI Cell   and Sh. Avtar Singh, Supdt. Conroller of  Stores, 
Punjab, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, hands over the requisite information the appellant - Sh.   Tahil Singh Sekhon during the hearing in the Commission today.
The appellant - Sh.   Tahil Singh Sekhon,  gives in writing that  he has received the 
requisite information and is satisfied with the same. He also asks for filing of his complaint
In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







          (Chander Parkash)

2nd    April, 2014

                                  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Vinod Kumar

S/o Sh. Lekh Raj,

H. No. 621, Street - 7,

Anand Nagri,

ABOHAR – 152116,

Distt. - Fazilka









..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Officer,

Municipal Committee,

ABOHAR, Distt. – Fazilka

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Regional Deputy Director,

Local Bodies, Pb.,

Ferozepur









…Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  1042 of 2014

Present :
Sh. Vinod Kumar, appellant in person.
i) Sh Kulbir Singh, Inspector, M. .C, Abohar,

ii) 
Diljinder Singh, Clerk,   on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated  19.10.2013.  The information demanded pertains to  
change of name of the owner of House No. 7527/MC, Sukhera Basti, Abohar.  First appeal is dated 15.01.2014. Second appeal with the Commission is dated  19.02.2014.


The appellant-Sh. Vinod Kumar,  who appeared in person in  today’s hearing,  states that requisite information sought for by him vide his application dated 19.10.2013 has not been supplied to him in respect of point 1 and 4 of his RTI application till today by the respondent PIO concerned.
 Sh. Kulbir Singh, Inspector, M.C. Abohar, who appeared on behalf of the 
respondent PIO concerned states that Sh. Gurdas Singh was the Executive Officer, M.C., Abohar from 21.03.2011 to 12.07.2011 and he is at present posted as such in M.C., Jalalabad.  Sh. Bhushan Singh Rana, is the present Executive Officer, M.C. Abohar.
 In view of the above,  PIO –Sh. Bhushan Singh Rana, Executive Officer, Municipal 
Council, Abohar will show cause under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon him for wilful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.
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In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under 
Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.



He may note that in case he does not file his submission and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 
He is also directed to  appear in person alongwith point-wise reply to the queries 

raised by the applicant in his RTI request, in the shape of an affidavit, which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official–record on the next date of hearing. He is also directed to file written-explanation stating that why inordinate delay has been made, in supplying the requisite information to the information-seeker.

The case is adjourned to  14th May, 2014 (Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M.
in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







 (Chander Parkash)

2nd    April, 2014

                                      State Information Commissioner
Sh. Bhupinder Singh Rana,
 Executive Officer-cum-PIO,

(Regd. Post)

Municipal Council, 
Abohar 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Paramjit Singh

S/o Sh. Kewal Singh,

Village – Tandi,

P. O. – Laroya (Via Bhogpur),

Distt. –Jalandhar - 144201






  ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Dev. and

Panchayat Officer,

Bhogpur

Distt. - Jalandhar



   
   


      ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  4172  of 2013

Present :
None.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on  26.02.2014, neither the complainant nor the 

respondent was  present in  the hearing. The respondent-PIO was also  directed to remove the deficiencies pointed out by the complainant vide his letter dated 05.02.2014.

Neither the complainant nor the respondent is present in today’s hearing.  No 
request has also been received for an adjournment from either party.  
The complainant was absent on the last date of hearing and he is again absent 
from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. He has neither pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him, either to the respondent-PIO, nor approached the Commission with any contrary claim  in that regard.
In view of the above, it is assumed that the complainant is satisfied with the 
information supplied to him and  does not wish to pursue his case further and hence the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.






   (Chander Parkash)

2nd    April, 2014

                                  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Wariyam Singh

S/o Sh. Mahanta Singh,

Village – Wairowal Bawian,

Tehsil – Khadoor Sahib,

Distt. – Tarn Taran







  ..…Complainant


Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Dev. and

Panchayat Officer,

Khadoor Sahib,

Distt. – Tarn Taran



   
   


      ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  4189  of 2013
Present :
Sh. Wariyam Singh, complainant  in person.
Sh.  Lakhwinder Singh, B.D.P.O., in person.
 ORDER
On the last date of hearing held on  26.02.2014  The representative of the 
respondent PIO concerned  stated that reply of Sh.  Lakhwinder Singh, B. D. P. O., Khadoor Sahib, to show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 29.01.2014, would be filed on the next date of hearing.
            The   respondent PIO-Sh.  Lakhwinder Singh, B.D.P.O., Khadoor Sahib,  appeared 
in person in today’s hearing and submits his reply dated 01.04.2014 to the show cause issued to him vide orders 29.01.2014. He also states that Sh.  Gurinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, who has not handed over the official record to his successor, has since been suspended  by the Punjab Government vide orders dated 11.02.2013.
A  photostat copy of all the documents  has been handed over to the complainant – 

Sh. Wariyam Singh, during the hearing in the Commission today.
        
  
 After going through the oral-submission and written reply dated 01.04.2014 submitted by the respondent-PIO, I found that the explanation given by him is genuine. In view of the explanation, the show-cause issued to him is dropped.

In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







   (Chander Parkash)

2nd    April, 2014

                                  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Bagga Singh,

“Dalit Welfare Sabha”,

Valmik Road,

Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur City




        




..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Dev. and

Panchayat Officer,

Zira, Distt. – Ferozepur

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Block Dev. and

Panchayat Officer,

Zira,Distt. – Ferozepur








…Respondent




Appeal  Case No. 2646  of 2013

Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.
Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Panchayat Secretary, Village Beri-quadrabad,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on  26.02.2014, the appellant had requested for an 

adjournment in this case.

Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Panchayat Secretary, Village Beri-quadrabad, who appeared 

on behalf of the responded in today’s hearing, states that the requisite information sought for  by the appellant - Sh. Bagga Singh, has already been given to him for the period  from August, 2008 to March,2012. The remain part  of the information will be supplied to the appellant by 10.04.2014.
The appellant – Sh. Bagga Singh, was absent on the last date of hearing and he is 
again absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. He has neither pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him, to the respondent-PIO, nor approached the Commission with any contrary claim  in that regard.
In view of the above, it is assumed that the appellant is satisfied with the 
information supplied to him and  does not wish to pursue his case further and hence the case is disposed of and closed with the directions to the respondent-PIO that he/she will fulfill the promise made by Sh. Rajinder Kumar, during the hearing in the Commission today.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.






   (Chander Parkash)

2nd    April, 2014

                                    State Information Commissioner
