STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sat Pal S/o Chhaju Ram,

Village-Dhira District Pathankot.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  District Education Officer (E),

Pathankot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Education Officer (E),


Pathankot.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  75 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shri Sat Pal, Appellant, in person.
Shri Pardeep Kumar, District Resource Person(DRP), Pathankot, on behalf of the respondents



Shri Sat Pal Appellant vide an RTI application dated 22-09-2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 10  points regarding grants given to schools  under Sarv Sikhiya Abhiyan .

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  20-10-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated   15-12--2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 17-12-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 25.03.2015.
3.

On 25.03.2015,  the appellant informed  that he deposited Rs. 484/- as document charges against which information running into 110 pages in respect of Points No. 1 and 2 had been supplied to him, which was  incorrect. The information 

regarding remaining 8 points had  not been supplied to him as yet. Accordingly, the PIO 
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was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of 
hearing. He was  also directed to explain the reasons for delay personally on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005  would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, the appellant informs that the provided information is incomplete and has not been attested. On the directions of the Commission, the appellant gives in writing the deficiencies in the provided information, which is handed over to the respondent and a copy is retained  in the Commission File. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to attest the provided information and supply the remaining information in view of the deficiencies pointed out by the appellant, before the next date of hearing,  failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 
5.

Adjourned to  21.07.2015 at 2.00 P.M.  for further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-06-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sat Pal S/o Chhaju Ram,

Village-Dhira,  District Pathankot.





…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  District Education Officer (S), Pathankot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Education Officer (S), Pathankot.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  77 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shri Sat Pal, Appellant, in person.

Shri Ramesh Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the respondents



Shri  Sat Pal Appellant vide an RTI application dated   18-09-2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 5 points regarding preparation of Senior List of C & V Cadre. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  27-10-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated   15-12--2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 19-12-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 25.03.2015.
3.

On 25.03.2015, , the appellant informed  that the provided information was  still incomplete. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. He was  also directed to explain the reasons for delay personally on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005  would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
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4.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been sent to the appellant and the appellant informs that he has not received any information. Consequently, the respondent hands over information to the appellant. After going through the information,  the appellant informs that the provided information is incomplete.  On the directions of the Commission, the appellant gives in writing the deficiencies in the provided information, which is handed over to the respondent and a copy is retained  in the Commission File. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply the remaining information in view of the deficiencies pointed out by the appellant, before the next date of hearing,  failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 

5.

Adjourned to  21.07.2015 at 2.00 P.M.  for further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-06-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sanjeev  Thakur,

Village and Post Office: MADHOPUR,

District: Pathankot.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner

Mobile Wing, Tishal Pura,  Amritsar 
2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o  Deputy Excise & Taxation

 Commissioner, Amritsar.





…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 18 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents.


Shri  Sanjeev Thakur,   Appellant vide an RTI application dated 19-06-2014,   addressed to PIO, sought list of all the AETC and ETO and Inspector posted at mobile wing, date of their joining and name of their Home Districts alongwith attested copy of Disposal Registers of all the E.T.Os. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  13-08-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated   15-12--2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 15-12-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 25.03.2015.
3.

On 25..03.2015, a  letter was  received from Shri Yogesh Mahajan, Pathankot informing that notice in this case had  been inadvertently issued to him. Therefore fresh notice was issued to Shri Sanjeev Thakur for today.  However, the PIO  
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was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before 04.06.2015.

4.

A letter dated 22.05.2015 has been received from the appellant informing the Commission that he is unable to attend hearing today due to financial problem. He has further informed that no information has been provided to him so far. 
5.

None is present on behalf of the respondent PIO  during two consecutive hearings. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, one last opportunity is provided to the PIO  to supply complete  information to the appellant before the next date of hearing and explain reasons for delay and absence, in person, on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 
6.

Adjourned to 21.07.2015 at 2.00 P.M. for further hearing in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
 








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-06-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bharat Bhushan,

S/o Shri Raj Kumar Khullar,

Gali No.2, Indira Colony, 

PATHANKOT.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer(EE),

PATHANKOT.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Director General School Education,


Punjab School Education Board Complex,


E-Block, 5th Floor, Phase-8, Mohali.



…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 13 of 2015   

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant. 

Shri Prince Pal, Legal Assistant and Shri Dushyant Kumar Joshi, Data Entry Operator, office of District Education Officer(E), Pathankot and Shri Jasbir Singh, Legal Assistant, office of D.G.S.E., Mohali, on behalf of the respondents. 



Shri Bharat Bhushan, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 16.07.2014, addressed to PIO of the office of DGSE, Mohali sought certain information regarding grants given by the Government to S.M.C. Committee to impart  residential training and detail of expenditure incurred during 2011-12, 2012-13 and 2013-14.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 20.08.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 08.12.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was  received in the Commission on  15.12.2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 26.03.2015.
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3.

On 26.03.2015,  the respondent informed  that since document charges had not been deposited by the appellant, the requisite information had not been supplied to him. A discussion  in the matter revealed  that RTI application was received on 22.07.2014 which was transferred to DEO Gurdaspur on 25.07.2014 and the appellant was asked vide letter dated 22.10.2014  to deposit document charges. Since the appellant had not been asked within stipulated period under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005  to deposit document charges, the PIO  was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant,  free of cost, within 30 days, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, a telephonic message has been received from the appellant informing that the information relating to Gurdaspur has been supplied to him but the information relating to Pathankot is still pending. 
5.

The respondent informs that the information in respect of Pathankot is ready and the appellant has been asked through communication as well as  telephonically to collect the information personally, which is very huge but he has not turned up. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to collect the information from the PIO  and send his observations, if any, to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission, otherwise case will be closed on the next date of hearing. 
6.

Adjourned to 21.07.2015 at 2.00 P.M. for further hearing in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.








 
Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-06-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Iqbal Singh Rasulpur,

VPO: RASULPUR(Mallah),

Tehsil: Jagraon, District: Ludhiana.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana – 141001.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner,


Ludhiana – 141001.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  410 of 2015    

Order
Present: 
None for the appellant.


Shri Gurpinder Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Iqbal Singh Rasulpur,  Appellant, vide an RTI application dated  04.09.2014, addressed to PIO, sought copy of complete file submitted by Bhola Singh regarding economical aid, along with complete inquiry report submitted by the SDM  and Tehsildar, Jagraon. 
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  27.10.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 12.01.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  21.01.2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 23.04.2015.
3.

A letter dated 23.04.2015 was  received from the appellant through FAX informing the Commission that he was  unable to attend the hearing on 23.04.2015 due to some judicial court case work. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date.
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4.

None was  present on behalf of the respondent nor any intimation had  been received from him. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO was directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant, which has been duly received by him. The respondent submits a copy of receipt taken from the appellant, which is taken on record. 
6.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-06-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

Opposite Water Tank, Municipal Market

Mission Road, Pathankot







…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Commissioner Excise & Taxation Punjab,

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Commissioner Assistant Excise & Taxation


Patiala.







…Respondents


Appeal Case  No. 23 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.


Smt. Urvashi Goel, ETO, Patiala, on behalf  of the respondents.





Shri  Yogesh Mahajan Appellant vide an RTI application dated  02-06-2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 4 points, regarding Rules under which penalty can be imposed by the R.T.O.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 11-07-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated   17-11-2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 15-12-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 25.03.2015.
3.

On 25.03.2015, the respondent informed  that requisite information had  been supplied to the appellant. She submitted  a copy of provided information, which was  taken on record. The appellant was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
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4.

A letter No. ACC/13623, dated 22.05.2015 has been received from the appellant informing that the provided information is not correct. He has further informed that he will not attend the hearing   due to shortage of funds. 
5.

A perusal of case file reveals that  the PIO has supplied detailed information to the appellant vide letters dated 11.07.2014, 05.09.2014 and 11.02.2015, with copies to the Commission. I am convinced that the  provided information is as per RTI application of the appellant. More-over, the appellant is not ready to attend the court.
6.

In view the above noted facts and  circumstances, the instant case is disposed of and closed. 







 

Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-06-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Jang Singh Taggar,

S/o Shri Inder Singh,

House No. 13089, Gali No. 5-A,

Namdev Marg, 40 ft. Road,

BATHINDA.








…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

BATHINDA.








…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 99 of 2015    

Order
Present: 
None for the complainant.


Shri Akshay Jindal, Building Inspector, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 22. 07. 2014  addressed to the respondent, Shri Jang Singh  sought various information/documents regarding sub-streets and parks in Street Nop. 5-A under E.P. Scheme No.2, Part-1.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Jang Singh filed a complaint dated 17.12.2014 

with the Commission,  which was received in it on  19.12.2014 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  26.03.2015.
3.

On 26.03.2015,  Shri Sandeep Gupta, XEN-cum-APIO, appearing on behalf of the respondent informed  that sought information related  to Town and  Country Planning Department and the complainant had  been asked by that Department to inspect the record and get the requisite information but  the complainant  had not turned up.

4.

 After hearing both the parties, the PIO was  directed to supply requisite information to the  complainant after collecting it from the concerned Department within  15 days , with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
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5.

Today, the respondent makes a written submission that photo copy of T.P. Scheme-2, Part-1 has been sent to the complainant from  which all the information regarding width of streets, distance of parks can be measured on the scale of 1”=80’ and since  these Schemes are prepared by DTP Office, Corporation has no such separate record regarding width of streets & distance from parks etc. 
6.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-06-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr.  Jaswant  Singh, 

S/o Dr. Karam Singh, 
Preet  Clinic , Mehta Chowk,

District:  Amritsar.







…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  District Education Officer (S E),

         Gurdaspur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o  Circle Education Officer (S),


Jalandhar Division.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  63 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
None for the appellant. 


Shri Ramesh Chander, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Jaswant Singh Preet  Appellant vide an RTI application dated   08-09-2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 2 points in respect of Smt. Lakhwinder Kaur, Teacher. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  15-10-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated   15-12--2014    under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 16-12-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 25.03.2015.
3.

A letter dated 18.03.2015 was  received from the appellant informing the Commission that he was  unable to attend hearing  on 25.03.2015 due to ill health. He  further informed that requisite information had  not been supplied to him as yet. 

4.

The respondent informed  that requisite information had  been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. nwbk-2015(n2)$18158-60,  fwsh 13-02-2015. Accordingly, 
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the respondent was  directed to send one more copy of information to the appellant and the appellant was  directed to send his observations, if any, on  the provided information to the PIO with  a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant by registered post on 30.03.2015 and no observations have been received from him. He submits a copy of provided information, which is taken on record. 
6.

The appellant is not present nor any intimation regarding non-supply of information has been received from him, which shows that he has received the information and is satisfied. 
7.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-06-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Suba Singh 

S/o Shri Harbans Singh,

Village: Gawalia, P.O.: Dina Nagar,

District: Gurdaspur.








…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer (S.E.),

Gurdaspur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Circle Education Officer,


Jalandhar Division, JALANDHAR.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 10 of 2015    

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant. 


Shri Narinder Sharma, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Suba Singh, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated  09.09.2014 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 4 points regarding grants received from the Government. 
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  15.10.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 15.12.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, which was received in the Commission on 15.12.2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 26.03.2015.
3.

On 26.03.2015,  the respondent submitted  a letter No. Accounts-2015(Acc.-6)/1648, dated 25.03.2015 from DEO(SE), Gurdaspur informing the Commission that the appellant had been asked vide letter No. 12645, dated 01.10.2014  to deposit Rs. 1000/- as document charges. It had  further been informed that since the document charges had  not been deposited by the appellant, the requisite information had  not been supplied to him. 
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4.

A letter dated 23.03.2015 was  received from the appellant informing the Commission that he was  unable to attend hearing on 26.03.2015  on account of Engagement Ceremony of his daughter. 

5.

Since the appellant had  not been asked to deposit document charges within stipulated time frame as per  the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, the PIO  was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant, free of cost, within 20 days, with  copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today for confirmation of compliance of orders.
6.

Today, the respondent has brought information running into 1172 pages for handing over to the appellant. He states that the information is complete and no more information relating to instant RTI application is available in their record.  Since the appellant is not present, the respondent is directed to send the information to the appellant by registered post
7.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-06-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Smt. Krishna Devi,

 W/o Shri Suraj Virdi,

 H.No.B-1/705, Ram Nagar,  Jalandhar.




…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o District Education Officer (E),  Jalandhar. 




…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 384 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant. 


Shri Sadhu Ram, BPEO, East-2, Jalandhar, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 11-11-2014 addressed to the respondent,  Krishna Devi sought  information/documents regarding her pensionary  benefits and GPF. 

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Smt. Krishna Devi filed a complaint dated  20-01-2015 with the Commission,  which was received in it on  20-01-2015  and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  23.04.2015.
3.

On 23.04.2015, the respondent informed  that the requisite information was  not available in their record. Accordingly, the District Education Officer(EE), Jalandhar  was  directed to apprise the Commission of the factual position of the case, in person, on the next date of hearing so that requisite information could be supplied to the complainant without any further delay. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today,  Shri Sadhu Ram, BPEO, East-2, Jalandhar, appearing  on behalf of the respondent, informs that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant, which has been duly received by her. He submits a letter dated 02.06.2015 from the complainant,  addressed to the Commission,  informing that complete information has been supplied to her by District Education Officer(EE), Jalandhar. She has requested that the case may  be closed. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-06-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajinder Singh,

Village Lohgarh,PO- Tanda Ram Sahai,

Tehsil Mukerian, District Hoshiarpur.




…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o   Director Rural Development &

Panchayats,Vikas Bhawan,Sector 62

SAS Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o   Director Rural Development &


Panchayats,Sector 62, SAS Nagar.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  64 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shri Rajinder Singh, Appellant, in person.


Smt. Manjit Kaur, Accountant, on behalf of the respondents.



Shri  Jaswant Singh Preet  Appellant vide an RTI application dated   29-09-2014, addressed to PIO, sought attested copies of noting pages regarding his  Pension Case.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 10-11--2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 11-12--2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 16-12-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 25.03.2015.
3.

A letter dated 24.03.2015 was  received from the appellant informing the Commission that he was  unable to attend hearing on 25.03.2015  due to ill health. He further informed that no information had  been supplied to him as yet. 
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4.

The respondent informed  that requisite information had  been supplied to the appellant by registered post on 08.12.2014 and 16.12.2014. Accordingly, she was  directed to send one more  copy of provided information to the appellant and the appellant was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has already been sent to the appellant. The appellant informs  that he has not received any information. Consequently, the respondent hands over information to the appellant in the court today. The respondent clarifies v that no speaking order has been passed in  this regard. He makes a written submission to this effect, which is taken on record. 
6.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-06-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Makhan Singh,

Village Beeka,PO-Khankhanna,

District Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar.




…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  District Development & 

Panchayat Officer,Shaheed Bhagat

Singh Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o   Director Rural Development &


Panchayats, Sector 62, SAS Nagar.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  55 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shri Makhan Singh, Appellant, in person.


Shri Dharam Pal, BDPO, Aur, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Makhan Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated   11-09-2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 6 points regarding various works executed in the District. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  20-10-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated   16-12--2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 16-12-2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 25.03.2015.
3.

On 25.03.2015, the respondent informed  that the sought information was  vague and the inquiry in the matter was  being conducted. After discussing the matter at length, the appellant was  directed to ask for specific information point-wise and the PIO was  directed to supply the sought information within 30 days, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
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4.

Today, Shri Dharam Pal, BDPO, Aur, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informs that the inquiry in the matter has been completed. He hands over requisite information to the appellant in the court today. He submits a copy of the information to the Commission, which is taken on record.  He makes a written submission to the effect that the supplied informed is complete in all respects and no more information relating to instant RTI application is available in their record. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-06-2015


             State Information Commissioner
