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Ms. Amrit Kaur,

H. No. 178 B,

Pratap Nagar,

Sangrur









..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Distt. Administrator,

MARKFED,

Ludhiana

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Addl. Managing Director,

MARKFED,

Sector 35 – B, Chandigarh





  
          …Respondent




Appeal  Case No.  1521  of 2014
Present :
Ms. Amrit Kaur,  appellant in person
Sh. Jatinder Singh, Supdt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER         
 On the last date of hearing held on, 04.06.2014, Sh. Harinder Pal Singh, Distt. 

Manager-cum-PIO was directed to submit a reply in the shape of affidavit stating that the required information  is not available in the official-record or is missing.

Sh. Jatinder Singh, Supdt., who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 

hearing, states that in the last date of hearing held on 04.06.2014, directions to submit a reply in the shape of affidavit was given to Sh. Harinder Pal Singh, Distt. Manager-cum-PIO  name of District Administrator. He points out that name of District Administrator is Sh. Hardeep Singh Chahal not Sh. Harinder Pal Singh. He also submits a reply dated 01.07.2014 in the shape of affidavit signed by Sh. Hardeep Singh Chahal, District Administrator, MAEKFED, Ludhiana. It is taken on record. He also hands over a copy of the same to appellant, Ms. Amrit Kaur during the hearing in the Commission today.  
The appellant, Ms. Amrit Kaur, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

expresses her dissatisfaction over the information supplied to her by the respondent-PIO.

After hearing both the parties and  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 03.01.2014. 
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However, the First Appellate Authority  did not take any action or passed any 

speaking order/decision on the appeal of the appellant.



As the First Appellate Authority has been entrusted with the Judicial Power and duties under the RTI Act, it shall  summon the parties concerned, examine the documents, 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. A copy of the RTI  request be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority.



Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority who is Sh. Inder Mohan Singh, Addl. Managing Director, MARKFED, Chandigarh, with the hope that it would show more sense of responsibility and duly  extend the respect to the right  to Information given to the citizen by the Parliament.



If, Sh. Inder Mohan Singh, Addl. Managing Director, MARKFED, Chandigarh, is not First Appellate Authority, the PIO concerned is directed to send this appeal case to the appropriate First Appellate Authority, which has been designated by the Administrative Head of the department as per provisions of the RTI Act. 



If the appellant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, she 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)

3rd July, 2014

                                     State Information Commissioner
CC :  

Sh. Inder Mohan Singh,

 Addl. Managing Director-cum-, 

(Regd. Post)

-First Appellate Authority,

MARKFED, 

Chandigarh
Encl :
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Ms. Amrit Kaur,

H. No. 178 B,

Pratap Nagar,

Sangrur









..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Managing Director,

MARKFED,

Sector 35 – B, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Addl. Managing Director,

MARKFED,

Sector 35 – B, Chandigarh





  
          …Respondent




Appeal  Case No.  1522  of 2014
Present :
 Ms. Amrit Kaur,  appellant in person
i) Ms. Janak Sharma, Supdt. ;
ii) Sh. Baldev Krishan, Salesman ;
iii) Sh. Amar Singh, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER         
On the last date of hearing held on, 04.06.2014, Sh. Harinder Pal Singh, Distt. 

Manager-cum-PIO, commits that remaining information  would be supplied to the appellant.

Ms. Janak Sharma, Supdt., Sh. Baldev Krishan, Salesman and Sh. Amar Singh, Sr. 

Asstt., appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing.
Sh. Jatinder Singh, Supdt., who appeared in another case on behalf of the 
respondent in today’s hearing, states that in the last date of hearing held on 04.06.2014, directions to submit a reply in the shape of affidavit was given to Sh. Harinder Pal Singh, Distt. Manager-cum-PIO  name of District Administrator. He points out that name of District Administrator is Sh. Hardeep Singh Chahal not Sh. Harinder Pal Singh.

The appellant, Ms. Amrit Kaur, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, states 

that incomplete information has been supplied to her by the respondent PIO.

After examining the documents placed on record, it emerges that the requisite 

information has not been supplied by the respondent-PIO to the information-seeker even after a period of four months.
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Ms. Janak Sharma, Supdt., Sh. Baldev Krishan, Salesman and Sh. Amar Singh, Sr. 

Asstt., state that Sh. Raman Kapilesh, Chief Manager (TRP) is present PIO.

In view of the above,  Sh. Raman Kapilesh, Chief Manager (TRP) office of 

MARKFED, Pb., is directed to  file status report regarding action taken by him on the RTI request filed by the applicant which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official–record before or on the next date of hearing.

    

  The case is adjourned to  7th August, 2014 (Thursday) 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)

3rd July, 2014

                                     State Information Commissioner
 CC ;

Sh. Raman Kapilesh,

(Regd. post)

 Chief Manager (TRP) office of 

MARKFED,

Sector 35 – B, Chandigarh
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Sukhram Singh

S/o Sh. Didar Singh,

V.P.O. – Attari,

Teh. & Distt. - Amritsar







..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Tehsildar,

Ajnala,  Distt. – Amritsar

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Ajnala,  Distt. – Amritsar





  
          …Respondent




Appeal  Case No.  1539  of 2014
Present :
 Sh. Sukhram Singh,  appellant  in person.
Sh.  Pargat Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER      

On the last date of hearing held on, 04.06.2014, Sh. Amrit Lal, Tehsildar, Ajnala was 

directed to file a reply in the shape of an affidavit stating that whatever information is available in the official record has been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Sukhram Singh and no other information apart from the information supplied to the appellant is held on record in the office of Tehsildar, Ajnala.
Sh.  Pargat Singh, Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 

hearing, submits  a letter no. 70 dated 02.07.2014 stating that whatever information is available in the official record has been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Sukhram Singh. 
Sh.  Pargat Singh, Clerk, also submits a reply in the shape of an affidavit signed by 

himself. That affidavit in original has been handed over to the appellant, Sh. Sukhram Singh, during the hearing in the Commission today. A copy of the same is taken on record. 

The appellant, Sh. Sukhram Singh, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

states that incomplete information has been supplied to him by the respondent-PIO so far. He also alleges that the respondent-PIO is harassing him deliberately and causing the delay in supplying the requisite information to him.
After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that Sh. Amrit Lal, 

Tehsildar, Ajnala has not filed his reply in the shape of an affidavit.

In view of the above,  PIO - Sh. Amrit Lal, Tehsildar, Ajnala will show cause under 
Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon him for willful 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  file status report regarding action taken by him on the RTI 

request filed by the applicant which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official–record before or on the next date of hearing
  
  The case is adjourned to  7th August, 2014 (Thursday) at 11:00 A. M. in  

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
A copy of this order be sent to Financial Commissioner (Revenue), pb. ; Divisional 

Commissioner, Amritsar ; S. D. M., Ajnala and D. C., Amritsar for taking necessary steps to ensure compliance of this order.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  (Chander Parkash)

3rd July, 2014

                                     State Information Commissioner
   CC ;
i) The Financial Commissioner,

Revenue Department, Pb.,

Pb. Civil Sectt., Chandigarh 
ii) The Commissioner,

Amritsar Division,

Amritsar 

iii) Sub Divisional Magistrate,
 Ajnala, Distt. – Amritsar 

iv) The Deputy Commissioner,
 Amritsar
v) Sh. Amrit Lal,

(Regd. Post)

Tehsildar-cum-PIO,

Ajnala, Distt. – Amritsar
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Bawa Singh

S/o Sh. Inder Singh,

Villagr – Bahuria Sainian,

P. O. – Jagowal Bet,

Teh. & Distt. - Gurdaspur







..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Gurdaspur

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Gurdaspur

     





  
          …Respondent
                                                Appeal  Case No.  1095  of 2014
Present :
Sh. Bawa Singh, the appellant in person.
Sh. Jasbir Singh Mahi, Tehsilsar, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing held on, 04.06.2014, Sh. A. Kartik, Addl. D. C., 

Gurdaspur was directed to file a detailed reply, in the shape of duly sworn affidavit, to the queries raised by the applicant in his RTI request.

Sh. Jasbir Singh Mahi, Tehsilsar, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in 

today’s hearing, submits a detailed reply dated 24.06.2014 in the shape of an affidavit signed by  Sh. A. Karthik, Addl. D. C.(Gen.), Gurdaspur. That affidavit in original has been handed over to the appellant, Sh. Bawa Singh, during the hearing in the Commission today.

The appellant, Sh. Bawa Singh, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, also 

gives in writing that  he has received the affidavit given by respondent-PIO. He also asks for filing of his case. A copy of the same is taken on record. 
    I have gone over the queries raised by the appellant, Sh. Bawa Singh, 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.

  (Chander Parkash)

3rd July, 2014

                                     State Information Commissioner
