STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. Palwinder Singh,

Village Mamimal, PO- Gharota,

Tehsil & District: Pathankot-143533. 




…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  Block Primary Education Officer,

Pathankot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o  Block Primary Education Officer,


Pathankot.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 947 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
Shri Rajinder Singh,  Appellant, in person.
Shri Kanwal Kishore, Incharge, Government Primary School, Mamial, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri  Rajinder Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 20.10.2014, addressed to PIO, sought photo copies of resolutions of SMC and PASWAK COMMITTEE of Government  Primary School, Mamial
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  03.12.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  10.03,2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 13.03.2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, the respondent informs that the matter is subjudice and inquiry is being conducted into the matter. After hearing both the parties and  discussing the matter at length, it is directed that as and when the inquiry is complete, a report thereof  be supplied to the appellant. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/- 

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  17-06-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. Rajesh Kumar S/o Sh. Amar Nath,

Dayawanti Cottage, Old Sabzi Mandi,

Opposite Baba Balak Nath Mandir,

Salaria Nagar- Pathankot-145001.




…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  District Education Officer,

(Elementary), Pathankot-145001.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o  District Education Officer,

(Elementary), Pathankot-145001.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 978 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondent.
Shri  Rajesh Kumar, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 05.11.2014, addressed to PIO, sought copies of complainants in respect of Shri Rajesh Kumar, S.S. Master. 

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 08.12.2014,  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  12.03.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 16.03.2015   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

A letter dated 15.05.2015 has been received from the appellant informing that requisite information has been supplied to him to his satisfaction. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 




        



    Sd/-











 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  17-06-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. Bharat Bhushan,

S/o Raj Kumar Khullar,

Gali No.2, Indra Colony, Pathankot-145001.



…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  Government Middle School,

Jiani Nichli, Block Dhar – 2,

District: Pathankot- 145001.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o  District Education Officer, (Elementary), 
Pathankot-145001.






…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 981 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
Shri Bharat Bhushan,  Appellant, in person.
None for the respondents. 
Shri Bharat Bhushan,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 12.01.2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding grants received for Civil Works and expenditure incurred by Government Middle School, Jiani Nichli, Block Dhar-II alongwith copies of Vouchers.
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  16.02.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  13.03.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 16.03.2015   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, the appellant informs that no information has been supplied to him as yet. None is present on behalf of the respondent nor any intimation has been received from them. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO is directed 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 taken against him.
4.

Adjourned to  28.07.2015  at 2.00 P.M. in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor),  Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









 Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  17-06-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. Amarveer Singh Bhullar,

Chamber No. 331, Lawyers Chamber,

Block Dwarka Court Complex

Sector 10, New Delhi-110075.





…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Nagar Council,

Mour, District: Bathinda.

2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,


Rampura Phul, District: Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o  Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Rampura Phul, District: Bathinda. 



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 961 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
Shri Amarveer Singh Appellant
Shri Raj Pal Singh Makkar, Executive Officer, Maur, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri  Amarveer Singh,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 03.09.2014,  addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding population and income of Nagar Panchayat Mandi Kalan alongwith survey report of different establishments operating within the boundary of Nagar Panchayat, Mandi Kalan.  

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 31.10.2014   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  09.03.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 11.03.2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
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3.

Today, Shri Raj Pal Singh Makkar, Executive Officer, Maur, appearing 
on behalf of the respondents,   informs that the sought information relates to the 
office of S.D.M. Rampura Phul and some information has already been supplied  by them. Accordingly,  PIO of the office SDM Rampura Phul is impleaded as party and he is directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission.
4.

A copy of the order is forwarded to S.D.M. Rampura Phul, District Bathinda to ensure the compliance of the orders.

5.

Adjourned to  23.07.2015  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:  17-06-2015


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Sub Divisional Magistrate,



REGISTERED



Rampura Phul, District: Bathinda.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Bharat Bhushan Khullar,

Gali No.2,Indra Colony,

Pathankot-145001.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Incharge Primary School,

Mamial, Block Pathankot-1,

 Pathankot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Education Officer (E), 


Pathankot.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 372 of 2015    

Order

Present: 
Shri Bharat Bhushan Khullar, Appellant, in person.

Shri Kamal Kishore, ETT Teacher, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  Bharat Bhushan Khullar  vide an RTI application dated  05-11-2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding grant received for Civil Works By Government Primary School, Mamial P.O. Ghrota, District: Pathankot.

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  24-12-2014  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 15-01-2015   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 22.04.2015.

3.

On 22.04.2015, , the respondent informed  that the dates mentioned in the RTI application were  not in order due to which the information had not been supplied to  the appellant. After hearing both the parties, the PIO  was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 07.05.2015. 
4.

On 07.05.2015,  the respondent handed  over information to the appellant in the court. After perusing the information, the appellant informed  that he was not satisfied as the information was  incomplete. Accordingly, the appellant was  
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directed to send his observations on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission and the PIO was  directed to supply complete information in view of the observations,  which would  be submitted  by  the appellant in due course. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the respondent informs that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informs that the provided information is incomplete. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to submit the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission within 10  days and the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing.   
6.

Adjourned to 28.07.2015 at 2.00 P.M.  for further hearing  in Court  No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh, for confirmation of compliance of orders.








           Sd/-
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                           Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 17-06-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. Rajinder Singh,

Village Mamiyal, POGharota,

Tehsil & District: Pathankot-143533.




…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. 948 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
Shri Rajinder Singh,  Appellant, in person.
None for the respondents. 
Shri  Rajinder Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 24.01.2015, addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding SMC Committees of Government Primary School Mamial, Block Pathankot-1 alongwith photo copies of resolutions.
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 26.02.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  10.03.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  13.03.2015   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, the appellant informs that no information has been supplied to him so far. A perusal of case file reveals that notice of hearing in this case has been inadvertently send to D.E.O.(S) Pathankot. 
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4.

Now a copy of the order, alongwith  copy of RTI application, is sent to  D.E.O.(E) Pathankot with the directions that requisite information be supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing.
5.

Adjourned to  28.07.2015 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:  17-06-2015


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

District Education Officer(E),


REGISTERED


Pathankot.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

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

H. No. 14, Ward No. 5,

Bazar Wakilan, Hoshiarpur.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Principal, Saint Farid Public School,
 Boolanwari, District: Hoshiarpur. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal, Saint Farid Public School, 
Booanwari, District: Hoshiarpur.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 938 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant

Smt. Vandana Uppal, Principal; Smt. Balwinder Kaur, School Incharge and Smt. Unita Uppal, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri  Kuldeep Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 30.08.2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 10 points about the working of Saint Farid Public School, Bullawadi, District: Hoshiarpur. 
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  06.10.2014   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  09.03.2015   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  13.03.2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, Ld. Counsel  for the respondents makes a written submission from Headmistress, Farid Public High School, Boolanwari, Hoshiarpur in which it has been inter-alia  submitted that their institution is working under the Management of Society, namely “Gurmit Educational & Vocational Foundation” Bullanwari,  Hoshiarpur and registered under Societies Registration Act. The Management  is running the said school with its own funds and no financial aid is obtained from any Government and is not covered under the provisions of RTI Act.
4.

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









 Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 17-06-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. Sham Lal Singla,

H.No. B-325, Guru Nanak Colony,

Sangrur.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Headmaster, Prem Sabha High School, 
Sangrur-148001. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Education Officer,

Sangrur – 148001.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 957 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
None for the parties.
Shri Sham Lal Singla, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated  17.06.2014 , addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on  his submissions made regarding share of management, payment of gratuity and Provident Fund. 

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  18.07.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  16.03.2015   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  16.03.2015   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

A letter No. 59, dated 28.05.2015 has been received from the Headmistress informing that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant.  A letter dated 10.06.2015 has been received from the appellant informing that he has received the information.
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 17-06-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dr.  Charanjiv Singh,

Kothi No. 1, Dhaliwal Colony,

GPO Road,, Patiala.






…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar Punjabi University, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Registrar Punjabi University, 
Patiala.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1242 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
None for the  appellant.
Shri  Ashish Bansal, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents. 



Dr.  Charanjiv Singh,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 23-7-2013,  addressed to PIO, office of Registrar, Punjabi University, Patiala,  sought certain information in respect of teachers to whom benefits of previous service has been given by the University during the period from 1996 to 22.07.2013.

2.

The  PIO sent  reply to the appellant vide letter No. 4488, dated 16.09.2013 informing him that the information asked for cannot be provided as per Punjab Government, Personnel Department(IAS Branch) Memo. No. 13/303/2010-IAS(9)/3581, dated 24.09.2010.  Being not satisfied with the reply, the appellant  filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated   10-10-2013   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005. The PIO  vide letter No. 8277, dated 22.11.2013  again sent a reply to the appellant reiterating the stand taken in their letter dated 16.09.2013.  On obtaining no information, the appellant subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal vide application dated 14-03-2014 under the  provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 18-3-2014 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 28.05.2014.

3.

On 28.05.2014, Shri Ashish Bansal, Counsel for the respondents, sought time to enable him to study the case and supply the information to the appellant. Accordingly, the respondent PIO was  directed to supply complete 
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information to the appellant before the next date of hearing otherwise punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was 
adjourned to 20.08.2014.
4.

On 20.08.2014, Ld. Counsel for the respondents stated that the PIO of Punjabi University, Patiala had sought clarification from the Commission vide letter No. 1585/S-6/544/13/RTI Cell, dated 01.07.2014 whether information could   be provided to the appellant in view of  CWP No. 13516 of 2013, which is pending in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. The respondent PIO was  again directed to supply complete information to the appellant as per his instant  RTI application,  as per the directions already issued by the Commission  vide order dated 28.05.2014,  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 to 11.09.2014.

5.

On 11.09.2014,  a  copy of the information supplied to the appellant by the PIO vide letter No. 2013/S-II/547/13/RTI Cell, dated 28.08.2014 was  received in the Commission. A  letter dated 10.09.2014 was  received from the appellant informing the Commission that he was  unable to attend the hearing due to certain family circumstances arising out of the death of his father. He  further informed that he was not fully satisfied with the provided information. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date.  Accordingly, the appellant was directed to point out deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. On the request of the appellant, the case was adjourned to 19.11.2014.

6.

On 19.11.2014, the appellant informed the Commission that information had been supplied to him but it was  incomplete. He further informed that he had sent his observations, on the provided information, to the PIO. Accordingly, the PIO was directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 15 days under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 22.12.2014.

7.

On 22.12.2014,  two letters dated 22.12.2014 were  received from the appellant through e-mail informing the Commission that he was unable to attend hearing  as he was  suffering from fever. He  further  informed that the information supplied by the PIO in reply to the discrepancies/deficiencies pointed out by him,  had not been incorporated in the columns left blank in the format/chart in which the 
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information was earlier supplied. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to provide the information relating to discrepancies after incorporating the same in the columns left blank in the format/chart in which  the information was earlier supplied, within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 19.02.2015.

8.

On 19.02.2015,  the appellant informed  that the information,  as per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing,  had  not been supplied to him as yet. Accordingly, one last opportunity was  afforded to the PIO to provide the information relating to discrepancies after incorporating the same in the columns left blank in the format/chart  in which the information was earlier supplied,  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 to 29.04.2015.

9.

On 29.04.2015,  Dr. Charanjiv Singh, appellant,  informed   that the information provided by the respondent  was  illegible and self contradictory  and had not been  supplied as per   the directions of the commission issued on the last date of hearing.  Accordingly,  Shri Devinder Singh, PIO-cum-Registrar, Punjabi University, Patiala  was  directed to appear personally before the court on the next date of hearing to explain the factual position of the case  so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay, failing which  punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him.  The case was  adjourned to 19.05.2015.
10.

On 19.05.2015,  Ld. Counsel handed  over a legible copy of  information to the appellant in the court. The appellant stated  that he was  still not satisfied as the information regarding two teachers i.e. Dr. Lakhwinder Kaur and Dr. Sanjeev Puri had not been supplied to him as yet. 
After hearing both the parties and discussing the matter at length, the PIO  was directed to supply, a  copy of approval of audit alongwith date of approval and a copy of approval by the Syndicate in respect of  the cases of Dr. Lakhwnder Kaur and Dr. Sanjeev Puri, to the appellant before the next date of hearing.  The case was adjourned for today.
11.

Today, a letter dated 17.06.2015 has been received from the appellant through e-mail informing that he unable to attend hearing due to ill health. He  has further informed that the PIO  has not supplied any information as per the directions 
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of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing. He has requested that the PIO 
may kindly be directed to provide the information at the earliest possible. He has further requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 
12.

Ld. Counsel for the respondents has brought information for handing over to the appellant but the appellant is not present today. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to send the information to the appellant by registered post and the appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. 
13.

Adjourned to  04.08.2015 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: 17-06-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Shivani, D/o Sh. Mangat Ram,

H.No. 218 (P), Street No.1,

Ferozepur Cantt. – 152001.





…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Registrar,  Punjabi University,

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Registrar,  Punjabi University,

Patiala.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 969 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant
Dr. B. M. Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents.
Ms. Shivani, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  19.12.2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding status of refund of fee.
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 30.01.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  14.03.2015   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  16.03.2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Ld. Counsel for the respondents informs that a cheque No. 210208, dated 13.05.2015 of refund amount of Rs. 61,545/- has been handed over to Shri Jatin, brother of the appellant. The PIO has also informed this fact vide letter No. 3313, dated 12.06.2015.
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 17-06-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri. Mandeep Singh, 

Street No. 10, Krishna Nagar,

Near G.N.D.Public School,

Khanna, District: Ludhiana.





…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Khanna – 141401, District: Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o  Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 970 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant
Shri Ashwani Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri   Mandeep Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 21.11.2014 , addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on his letter dated 09.10.2014.
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 10.02.2015   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  12.03.2015   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 16.03.2015   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, the respondent submits a copy of letter No. 73-75, dated 10.06.2015 vide which requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. The respondent informs that Action Taken Report has been supplied to the appellant. 
4.

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

5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  17-06-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. Sukhdev Kumar,

H.No. 187, VPO: Paddi Jagir,

Tehsil Phillaur, District: Jalandhar.




…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  District Education Officer (E),

Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director of Public Instruction (E),

SAS Nagar, Sector 62, Mohali.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 953 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant
Shri Rajesh Kumar Sharma, Deputy D.E.O.(SE) Jalandhar and Shri Tirath Ram, L.A. office of DEO(SE), Jalandhar, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri  Sukhdev Kumar,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 03.01.2015, addressed to PIO, sought copy of Inquiry Report in connection with chargesheet issued vide order No. 14/25-2014-;-gq(4), dated 01.08.2014. 

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  12.03.2015    under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 13.03.2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant, which has been duly received by him. He submits a copy of provided information alongwith a copy of receipt taken from the appellant, which is taken on record. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)
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