STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630059, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Pragat Singh, Sh. Dilbag Singh S/o Sh. Sajjan Singh

Village Thathgarh, Tehsil & Distt. Tarn Taran


Appellant 
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o SE Majitha Division

UBDC, Amritsar      



First Appellate Authority

O/o XEN/Canal/Irrigation, Punjab Chandigarh




Respondent
Appeal Case No.  1194 of 2016

Date of institution:29.03.2016

Date of decision:22.08.2016

Present:   
Sh. Pragat Singh, the appellant in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Balraj Singh, SDO 
Heard through Video Conference

ORDER
1. The complainant states that he has received the required information from the respondent and satisfied with the same.

2. Sh. Bajraj singh, SDO is appearing on the behalf of the respondent for today’s hearing states that required information has already been provided to the applicant.

3. After hearing the both parties and examining the documents placed on record, it is ascertained that the information sought for by the applicant has been provided to him by the respondent.
4. In view of above, the instant Appeal Case is hereby, disposed of and closed.
5. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                    (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 22.08.2016


                             State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630059, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Surinder Singh S/0 Sh. Santokh Singh

H.No.1381, Baba Farid Nagar, Village Kala Ghanupur

Cheharata, Amritsar.                                


      


Appellant 

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Labour Commissioner, Punjab,

Putli Ghar, Amritsar      

First Appellate Authority,




O/o Labour Commissioner, Punjab

Sec-17-C, Chandigarh.






            Respondent

Appeal Case  No. 1159 of 2016

Date of institution:21.03.2016

Date of decision:22.08.2016

Heard through Video Conference

Present:   
Sh. Surinder Singh, the appellant in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Vipin Kumar, Assistant. 

ORDER
1. The complainant states that he has received the required information from the respondent and satisfied with the same.

2. Sh. Vipin Kumar, Assistant is appearing on the behalf of the respondent for today’s hearing states that attested copies of required information has already been provided to the applicant.

3. After hearing the both parties and examining the documents placed on record, it is ascertained that the information sought for by the applicant has been provided to him by the respondent.
4. In view of above, the instant Appeal Case is hereby, disposed of and closed.
5. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                    (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 22.08.2016


                             State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630059, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Dalip Singh, S/o Sh. Lachman Singh

Village – New Dhalla Rajputan, 
Local Post Office Jagdev Khurd

Tehsil Ajnala, District Amritsar.            


    

 Complainant 

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o XEN, Drainage Department,

Albert Road, Amritsar.










Respondent

Complaint Case. No.  1017 of 2016
Heard through Video Conference

Present:   
Sh. Nanak Singh, Bhatti on the behalf of the complainant.

For the respondent: Sh. Jasveer Singh Sandhu. 

ORDER
1. The complainant states that no information has been received from the respondent.

2. Sh. Jasveer Singh Sandhu is appearing on the behalf of the respondent states that the required information has already been provided to the complainant.

3. After hearing the respondent and examining the documents placed on record, I found that the complainant has not exhausted the channel of approaching First appellate Authority under Section 19 of the RTI Act.
Hence, this case is remanded to First appellate Authority, of Office of XEN, Drainage Department, Albert Road, Amritsar with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidences, documents placed on record/submitted by the parties concerned and subsequently pass a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request along with a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority, who will treat it as first appeal.
Contd…2

Complaint Case. No.  1017 of 2016


If the complainant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate authority, he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.

4. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh                                                                      (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 22.08.2016



                  State Information Commissioner


CC:  

First Appellate Authority, (By Name)

(Regd. Post)
O/o XEN, Drainage Department,

Albert Road, Amritsar.
Encl:
RTI Request.

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630059, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Rakesh kumar, S/o Sh. Krishal Lal

Shahid Bhagat Singh Colony, Gali No. 7,

Rampura Phool, District Batinda                                     


    
  
Complainant   

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, Nagar Council, 
Rampura Phool




  
Respondent   

Complaint Case No.  832 of 2016
Heard through Video Conference

Present:   
Sh. Rakesh Kumar,the complainant in person.

None for the respondent. 

ORDER
1. The complainant states that no information has been received from the respondent.

2. The respondent is absent without any intimation to the Commission, which shows no regard to the notice of the Commission.

3. After examining the documents placed on record, I found that the complainant has not exhausted the channel of approaching First appellate Authority under Section 19 of the RTI Act.
Hence, this case is remanded to First appellate Authority, of Office of Executive Officer, Nagar Council, RampuraPhool with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidences, documents placed on record/submitted by the parties concerned and subsequently pass a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request along with a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority, who will treat it as first appeal.

Contd…2
Complaint Case No.  832 of 2016


If the complainant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate authority, he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.

4. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                      (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 22.08.2016



                  State Information Commissioner


CC:  

First Appellate Authority, (By Name)

(Regd. Post)
O/o Executive Officer, Nagar Council, 

Rampura Phool
Encl:
RTI Request.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630059, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Banarsi Dass Jindal, Sh. Kanshi Ram

Advocate, Water Works Road,

Opposite State Banka of India Mansa                                     



 
     Appellant 

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Mansa
First Appellate Authority,




O/o Regional Deputy Director, Local Govt. Bathinda





  Respondent   

Appeal Case No.  1893 of 2016
Heard through Video Conference

Present:   
None on the behalf of the complainant.

For the respondent: Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Junior Assistant.

ORDER
1. The complainant is absent without any intimation to the Commission.

2. Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Junior Assistant is appearing on the behalf of the respondent states that the required information has already been provided to the applicant by hand on 22.03.2016.
3. The complainant Sh. Banrasi Dass Jindal is advised to represent this case in person or through his representative on the next date of hearing positively.
4. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 03.10.2016 at 11:00AM through Video Conference.
5. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                    (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 22.08.2016


                             State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630059, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Gurcharan Singh, S/o Sh. Gurdial Singh

Ward no. 7, New Court Road,

Gagowali Street Mansa                             



 
    Complainant 
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer I.B.,

Mansa Division, Mansa









  Respondent

Complaint Case No.  1165 of 2016
Heard through Video Conference

Present:   
Sh. Gurcharan Singh, the appellant in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Gurpal Singh, XEN
ORDER
1. The appellant states that no information has been received from the erspondnet till date.

2. Sh. Gurpal Singh, XEN is appearing on behalf of the respondent states that he has brought the sought for information to personally deliver it to the appellant today in the Commission.  
3. Copy of the information is handed over to the appellant by the respondent during the hearing. 
4. After hearing bothe the parties and examining the documents placed on record, I found that the complainant has not exhausted the channel of approaching First appellate Authority under Section 19 of the RTI Act.
Hence, this case is remanded to First appellate Authority, of Office of Executive Officer, Nagar Council, RampuraPhool with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, 
Contd…2

Complaint Case No.  1165 of 2016
examining the evidences, documents placed on record/submitted by the parties concerned and subsequently pass a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request along 

with a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority, who will treat it as first appeal. 


If the complainant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate authority, he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.

5. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                      (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 22.08.2016



                  State Information Commissioner


CC:  

First Appellate Authority, (By Name)

(Regd. Post)
O/o Executive Officer, Nagar Council, 

Rampura Phool
Encl:
RTI Request.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630059, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Dharampal Singh, S/o Sh Surjit Singh,

Dashmesh Nagar, Gali No.1, 

Near Post Office guniana Mandi, Bathinda 


    Appellant 

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Engineer (Constructions),

PWD B&R Branch No.2, Malout
First Appellate Authority,




O/o Sub Divisional Engineer (Constructions),

PWD B&R Branch No.2, Malout






Respondent   

Appeal Case No.  1395 of 2016
Date of institution:12.04.2016

Date of decision:22.08.2016

Heard through Video Conference

Present:   
Sh. Dharampal Singh,the appellant in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Karamjeet Singh.
ORDER
1. The appellant states that no information has been received from the respondent till date.
2. Sh. Karamjeet Singh is appearing on the behalf of the respondent states that the required information is not relates with his office. The respondent also clarified and informed the applicant about the relevant office.
3. After hearing the both parties and examining the documents placed on record, it is ascertained that the information sought for by the applicant has been provided to him by the respondent.
4. In view of above, the instant Appeal Case is hereby, disposed of and closed.
5. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                    (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 22.08.2016


                             State Information Commissioner
