STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

H.No. 3344, Chet Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.









…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  Deputy Chief Engineer,

City West Circle, PSPCL, Ludhiana.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Engineer-in-Chief, DS Central,

PSPCL, Ludhiana.






…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1173 of 2016

Order

Present: 
 None on behalf of appellant.

Shri Rajiv Sumra, Additional SE, Janta Nagar Division,  on behalf of  the  respondents.
Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 30-12-2014 addressed to PIO sought Action Taken Report on his representation dated 09.04.2014.
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  04-02-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 28-03-2016   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  28-03-2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

 Shri Rajiv Sumra, Additional SE, appearing on behalf of respondents submits that the sought  information has already been supplied to the appellant  vide letter No. 1355-56, dated  11-0-7-2016, a copy of which has been received in  the Commission from the Sr. XEN.   Since the appellant is not present in the court without any intimation,  the PIO is directed to send one more  copy of the  provided information to the appellant by  registered post. 
4.

As the information has already been supplied  to the appellant, the case is closed and disposed of.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:-12--07-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  RPS Brar,

Rana’s Home, 1, Stadium Road,

Patiala- 147001.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.




…Respondents




Appeal Case  No.  1121 of 2016

Order

Present: 
None is present on behalf of both the parties. 
Shri  R.P.S.  Brar, Appellant.  vide an RTI application dated 15-04-2015 addressed to PIO sought Action Taken Report on letter No. 1213/HRC, dated 15.10.2013 and letter No. 1188/HRC, dated 08.11.2013.
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  10-08-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 22-02-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 24-02-2016   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

None is present on behalf of both the parties.  However, a letter dated 05-07-2016 has been received from Shri RPS Brar, appellant, vide  which he has informed  that the requisite information  has been supplied to him. He has further requested that  the case may be closed.

4.

Since the information stands supplied to the appellant to his satisfaction,  the case is closed and disposed of. 










 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12--07-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Amrit Pal Singh,

297, Bombay Nagar, near Vadala Chowk,

Jalandhar. 








…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Joint Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.




…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1170 of 2016

Order

Present: 
 None is present on behalf of both the parties.

Shri Amrit Pal Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 19-08-2015  addressed to PIO sought certain information on six points regarding construction of roads. 

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 19-10-2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 18-03-2016   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 21-03-2016   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

None is present on behalf of both the parties. However,  a letter No. 1719/MTP, dated  14-06-2016 has been received in the Commission office from the PIO, addressed to the appellant, vide which it has been informed that the sought  information is not available in material form in the record of the Corporation and hence cannot be supplied. Consequently, the RTI application of the appellant is perused and found that the requisite  information  is not specific and is vague. 
4.

In view of the reply sent by  the Corporation to the appellant,  the case is closed and disposed of.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  12--07-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Daljit Singh Grewal s/o Sh.Bachittar Singh,

201/100, Block-J, Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.









…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Chief Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

6th floor, Punjab Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.
2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Additional Chief Secretary Home,

8th floor, Punjab Civil Secretariat,  Chandigarh.


…Respondents.

Appeal Case  No.  1149 of 2016 

Order

Present: 
 Shri Daljit Singh Grewa, appellant in person.

Shri Pardeep, Superintendent, Home Department;  Shri Ramesh Kumar, Senior 
Assistant, Ad.O.-1 Branch and Shri Hargopal Sadana, Superintendent, Home 
Guards Department, on behalf of respondents.

Shri Daljit Singh Grewal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 03-10-2015  addressed to PIO sought Action Taken Report on his representation dated 25.07.2014.
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  16-01-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 15-03-2016   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 21-03-2016   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today both the parties are present in the court. Shri Hargopal Sadana, appearing on behalf of respondents submits that the case is subjudice  as Shri K.S.Ghumman, about whom the information has been sought,  has approached  the court and no further action can be taken and the relevant information has already been supplied to the appellant.

4.

As the matter  is pending in  the court for adjudication,   the instant case is closed and disposed of.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12--07-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Kesar Singh s/o Sh. Bhag Singh,

Villagge: Matol, PO: Malerkotla,

Distt. Sangrur.









…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, Sangrur.
2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Inspector General of Police,

Zone-1, Patiala.






…Respondents



Appeal Case  No.  1185 of 2016 

Order

Present: 
 None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri Ajaib Singh, ASI, on behalf of respondents.
Shri Kesar Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 26-10-2015  addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding case No. 57, dated 26-07-2015 registered under Police Station, Ahmedgarh, District: Sangrur. 

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  03-02-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated nil  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 29-03-2016   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

 Shri Ajaib Singh, ASI, appearing on behalf of respondents, submits a letter No. 49-Appeal/RTI, dated 10-07-2016 from SSP,  Sangrur  vide which it has been informed that  since the matter  is under investigation,   the requisite information cannot be supplied at the moment. Accordingly, the  respondent-PIO is directed to provide the information to the appellant  as and when the investigations are complete. 

4.

In these circumstances, the instant case is closed and disposed of.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:-12--07-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Tirath Singh Grewal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 129,

District  Courts, Ludhiana.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner )Dev),

Patiala.







…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1201 of 2016 

Order

Present: 
 Shri Tirath Singh Grewal, appellant, in person.



Shri Rajesh Mittal, PIO, on behalf of respondents.
Shri Tirath Singh Grewal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 03-07-2015

addressed to PIO sought particulars of Sarpanches of Village Ghalori, District: Patiala elected during the last 10 years. 
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 13-10-2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 18-02-2016   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 29-03-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

The appellant informs  that no information has been supplied to him till date.  The respondent-PIO fails to explain reasons for non supply of information.  Therefore, one last opportunity is provided to him to supply  complete  information to the appellant  before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him.  
4.

Adjourned to    08-09-2016 at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:-12--07-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Tirath Singh Grewal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 129,

District  Courts, Ludhiana.







…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner )Dev)
Patiala.







…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1199 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Tirath Singh Grewal, appellant, in person.



Shri Rajesh Mittal, PIO, on behalf of respondents. 

Shri Tirath Singh Grewal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated nil addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding grants issued to Gram Panchayat Ghalori, District: Patiala during the last 10 years alongwith copies of Utilization Certificates.  

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  nil under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 18-02-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 29-03-2016   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Both the parties are present in the court. The appellant states that no information has been supplied till date.  The respondent-PIO fails to explain reasons for 
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non supply of information.  Therefore, one last opportunity is provided to him to supply  complete  information to the appellant  before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him.  

4.

A copy each  of the order is forwarded to Additional Deputy Commissioner(Development), Patiala and District Development and Panchayat Officer, Patiala to ensure the compliance of the orders. 
5.

Adjourned to  08-09-2016 at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  12--07-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
CC:
            Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development),
 
REGISTERED
            Zila Parishad complex, Patiala.

District Development & Panchayat Officer,


REGISTERED
 Patiala.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Tirath Singh Grewal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 129,

District Courts, Ludhiana.






……Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.








……Respondent
Complaint Case No. 709 of 2016

ORDER


Present: 
Shri Tirath Singh Grewal, appellant in person.




Shri Madhva Nand, S.I.,  on behalf of respondents.
Vide RTI application dated 16-10-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri  Tirath Singh  Grewal sought information regarding licenced weapons which were deposited by the individuals during the elections held during the last 10 years. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Tirath Singh   filed a complaint dated 18-02-2016   with the Commission, which was received in it on 23-02-2016    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 today.

3.

Today, the complainant informs that  no information has been supplied to him till date.  Shri Madhva Nand, S.I.,  appearing on behalf of respondents informs  that there is no such information available in the police stations.  After detailed discussion, the appellant is directed  to seek this  information in respect of five specific persons and the PIO is directed to supply the same after collecting from the concerned quarters,  before the next date of hearing.

4.

Adjourned to  08-09-2016 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 12-07--2016




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sukhchain Singh,

Sanan Mohalla, Ward No. 11, Fatehgarh Churian,

Distt. Gurdaspur.








…Appellant
                                  Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council, Fatehgarh Churian,
 District: Gurdaspur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Regional Deputy Director, Local Govt.,

  Amritsar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  3188 of 2015

Order
Present: 
Shri Sukhchain Singh, Appellant, in person.

Shri Sunil Kumar,  Clerk, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Sukhchairn Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 27-07-2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on eight points regarding amount  received from Sewerage Board for laying pipes etc.

2.

The case was last heard on 04.05.2016, when  Shri  Anil  Kumar, E.O., Nagar Council, Fatehgarh Churian, appearing on behalf of the respondents, handed  over information to the appellant in the court,  who sought  time to study the provided information. Accordingly, 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.
3.

Today, the appellant informs that he has received the requisite information to his satisfaction after one year.  He  further submits that the information has been delayed by  Shri Anil Mehta, the then Executive Officer, N.C., Fategarh 
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Churian, who may penalized for the delay under the provisions of RTI Act 2005. Accordingly, Shri Anil Mehta, the then E.O., N.C., Fatehgarh Churian(Now EO, M.C., Hariana Bhunga, District: Hoshiarpur) is directed to explain reasons for the delay, in person, on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action will be initiated against him.  
4.

Adjourned to  26.07.2016 at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12-07-2016         


          State Information Commissioner
CC:

Shri Anil Mehta,  Executive Officer,


REGISTERED
Municipal Council,  Hariana Bhunga,
 District: Hoshiarpur


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sukhchain Singh,

Sanan Mohalla, Ward No. 11, Fatehgarh Churian,

Distt. Gurdaspur.








…Appellant

                              Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council, Fatehgarh Churian,
 District:  Gurdaspur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Regional Deputy Director, Local Govt., 

 Amritsar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  3195 of 2015

Order

Present: 
Shri Sukhchain Singh, Appellant, in person.

Shri Sunil Kumar,  Clerk, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Sukhchain Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 28-05-2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on six points regarding Tenders floated for development works.

2.

The case was last heard on 04.05.2016, when   Shri  Anil  Kumar, E.O., Nagar Council, Fatehgarh Churian, appearing on behalf of the respondents, handed  over information to the appellant in the court,  who sought  time to study the provided information. Accordingly, 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.
3.

Today, the appellant informs that he has received the requisite information to his satisfaction after one year.  He  further submits that the information has been delayed by  Shri Anil Mehta, the then Executive Officer, N.C., Fategarh 
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Churian, who may penalized for the delay under the provisions of RTI Act 2005. Accordingly, Shri Anil Mehta, the then E.O., N.C., Fatehgarh Churian(Now EO, M.C., Hariana Bhunga, District: Hoshiarpur) is directed to explain reasons for the delay, in person, on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action will be initiated against him.  

4.

Adjourned to  26.07.2016 at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12-07-2016         


          State Information Commissioner
CC:

Shri Anil Mehta,  Executive Officer,


REGISTERED
Municipal Council,  Hariana Bhunga,
 District: Hoshiarpur


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sukhchain Singh,

Sanan Mohalla, Ward No. 11, Fatehgarh Churian,

Distt. Gurdaspur.








…Appellant

                         Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council, Fatehgarh Churian,
 District:  Gurdaspur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Regional Deputy Director, Local Govt. 

Amritsar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  3194 of 2015

Order
Present: 
Shri Sukhchain Singh, Appellant, in person.

Shri Sunil Kumar,  Clerk, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Sukhchain Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 03-06-2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on four points regarding lights fitted along Dera Baba Nanak Road.

2.

The case was last heard on 04.05.2016, when  Shri Anil  Kumar, E.O., Nagar Council, Fatehgarh Churian, appearing on behalf of the respondents, handed  over information to the appellant in the court,  who sought  time to study the provided information. Accordingly, 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.
3.

Today, the appellant informs that he has received the requisite information to his satisfaction after one year.  He  further submits that the information has been delayed by  Shri Anil Mehta, the then Executive Officer, N.C., Fategarh 
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Churian, who may penalized for the delay under the provisions of RTI Act 2005. Accordingly, Shri Anil Mehta, the then E.O., N.C., Fatehgarh Churian(Now EO, M.C., Hariana Bhunga, District: Hoshiarpur) is directed to explain reasons for the delay, in person, on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action will be initiated against him.  

4.

Adjourned to  26.07.2016 at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12-07-2016         


          State Information Commissioner
CC:

Shri Anil Mehta,  Executive Officer,


REGISTERED
Municipal Council,  Hariana Bhunga,
 District: Hoshiarpur


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sukhchain Singh,

Sanan Mohalla, Ward No. 11, Fatehgarh Churian,

Distt. Gurdaspur.








…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council, Fatehgarh Churian, 
 District:  Gurdaspur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Regional Deputy Director,

Local Govt.,   Amritsar.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  3193 of 2015

Order

Present: 
Shri Sukhchain Singh, Appellant, in person.

Shri Sunil Kumar,  Clerk, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Sukhchain Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 25-11-2014 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on two points regarding encroachments in Ward No. 12. 

2.

The case was last heard on 04.05.2016, when  Shri Anil  Kumar, E.O., Nagar Council, Fatehgarh Churian, appearing on behalf of the respondents, handed  over information to the appellant in the court,  who sought  time to study the provided information. Accordingly, 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.
3.

Today, the appellant informs that he has received the requisite information to his satisfaction after one year.  He  further submits that the information has been delayed by  Shri Anil Mehta, the then Executive Officer, N.C., Fategarh 
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Churian, who may penalized for the delay under the provisions of RTI Act 2005. Accordingly, Shri Anil Mehta, the then E.O., N.C., Fatehgarh Churian(Now EO, M.C., Hariana Bhunga, District: Hoshiarpur) is directed to explain reasons for the delay, in person, on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action will be initiated against him.  

4.

Adjourned to  26.07.2016 at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12-07-2016         


          State Information Commissioner
CC:

Shri Anil Mehta,  Executive Officer,


REGISTERED
Municipal Council,  Hariana Bhunga,
 District: Hoshiarpur


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sukhchain Singh,

Sanan Mohalla, Ward No. 11,

Fatehgarh Churian, Distt. Gurdaspur.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer (EE), Gurdaspur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o District Education Officer (EE), Gurdaspur.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2631 of 2015

Order
Present: 
Shri Sukhchain Singh,  appellant, in person.

Shri Balbir Singh, Deputy DEO(EE)-cum-PIO and Shri Mohinder Singh, BPEO, Sri Hargobindpur,  on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Sukhchain Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 04-06-2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on seven  points regarding Mid Day Meal Scheme.

2.

The case was last heard on 04.05.2016, when the appellant informed  that the provided information was  incomplete. After discussing the matter at length, District Education Officer(EE), Gurdaspur was directed to explain the factual position of the case, in person, on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the appellant informs that the provided information is still incomplete and misleading. He submits that he has sought a copy of the letter vide which total demand for ration for Mid Day Meal was sent to the Government. 
4.

Shri Balbir Singh, Deputy DEO(EE)-cum-PIO, appearing on behalf of the respondents  submits that the information, available in their record, has already been supplied to the appellant and the letter, which is being sought by the appellant, is not 
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available with him. He further submits that this letter may be available in the office of DEO(EE). He requests that   Shri Parminder Singh Saini, the then Coordinator, Mid Day Meal Scheme (Now in the office of DEO(SE) as Counselor)  and Shri Sarwan Singh, present Coordinator, Mid Day Meal   may be asked to explain the latest position of the case and provide the requisite information to the appellant.  Accordingly, DEO(EE), Gurdaspur  is directed to be present in person, on the next date of hearing, alongwith Shri Parminder Singh Saini and Shri Sarwan Singh and also with relevant record to explain the factual position of the case so that complete information could be provided to the appellant without any further delay. 
5.

Adjourned to  26.07.2016  at 11.00 A.M .












Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12-07-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
CC:
District Education Officer(EE),



REGISTERED

Gurdaspur.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Lawyers’ Chambers, District Courts,

Sector 76, SAS Nagar.







…..Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  District Transport Officer, Moga.

2.
First Appellate Authority,








O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,


SCO No. 177-78, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.



….Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 2496 of 2015    

Order

Present: 
Shri H.S.Hundal, appellant, in person.

Shri Amardeep Singh, Clerk, on behalf of respondents. 
Shri  H.S.Hundal,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated  15-05-2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on seven points regarding Rules for purchasing items for the office. 

2.

The case was last heard on 06.05.2016, when  the complainant informed  that no information had  been provided to him as yet.  The respondent  failed  to submit any solid reason as to why the information had  not been supplied to the complainant.  Accordingly, one last opportunity was  afforded to the respondent PIO-cum-DTO Moga  to supply complete information to the complainant before 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.
3.

Today, the appellant submits that though the requisite information has not been supplied to him, yet he wants to withdraw the instant case. He requests that the case may be closed. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is dismissed as withdrawn. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12-07-2016


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Lawyers’ Chambers, District Courts,

Sector 76, SAS Nagar.







…..Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  District Transport Officer, Moga.

2.
First Appellate Authority,








O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,


SCO No. 177-78, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.



….Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 2440 of 2015    

Order
Present: 
Shri H.S.Hundal, appellant, in person.

Shri Amardeep Singh, Clerk, on behalf of respondents. 

Shri  H.S.Hundal,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated   15-05-2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 17 points regarding implementation of provisions of Section 4 of RTI Act, 2005. 

2.

The case was last heard on 06.05.2016, when  the complainant informed  that no information had  been provided to him as yet.  The respondent  failed  to submit any solid reason as to why the information  had  not been supplied to the complainant.  Accordingly, one last opportunity was  afforded to the respondent PIO-cum-DTO Moga  to supply complete information to the complainant before 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.
3.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informs that the provided information is incomplete. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission and the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant after removing the deficiencies, before the next date of hearing. 
4.

Adjourned to  23-08-2016  at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12-07-2016


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

District Courts, Sector: 76,S.A.S. Nagar(Mohali).



………..Complainant

               Versus

Public Information Officer








o/o District Transport Officer, Moga.





………Respondent

Complaint   Case No. 2498 of 2015    

Order

Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal, Advocate, Complainant in person. 

Shri Amardeep  Singh, Clerk, on behalf of respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 21.09.2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri               H. S. Hundal sought various information/documents regarding Driving Licence No. PB 29-2920100006217.

2.

The case was last heard on 06.05.2016, when the complainant informed  that no information had  been provided to him as yet.  The respondent submitted  that the said Driving  licence had  not been issued by the office of  DTO Moga.   Accordingly, PIO-cum-DTO, Moga, was  directed to submit a duly attested affidavit to this effect on the next date of hearing clearly stating that the  Driving Licence No. PB 29-2920100006217 has not been issued by DTO Moga. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the respondent submits an undertaking on the plain paper from DTO Moga stating that the  Driving Licence No. PB 29-2920100006217 has not been issued by DTO Moga.  The appellant contests that this is not an affidavit as per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing. Consequently, after hearing both the parties,  the PIO is directed to furnish an affidavit, in this respect,  on a stamp paper duly attested by Executive Magistrate by 30th July, 2016, to the appellant, with a copy to the Commission. 
4.

Adjourned to  23-08-2016  at 11.00 A.M., for confirmation of compliance of orders.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 12-07-2016

            
 State Information Commissioner
