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Chaman Lal

S/o Late Sh. Chunni Lal,

H. No. 56, Salaria Vihar,

Phase – 1, Urban Estate, 

Patiala


  
     
           


         

 ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o District  Manager,

PUNSUP, Patiala





   

    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  865  of 2013

Present :
Sh. Chaman Lal, complainant in person.
Sh. Harkirat Singh, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 10.12.2013, this case was adjourned.
Sh. Harkirat Singh, Sr. Asstt., who appeared on behalf of the respondent, in 

today’s hearing, submits a letter no. 11208 dated 22.01.2014, signed by PIO-cum-Distt. Manager (Account), PUNSUP, Patiala, stating that the matter has bee stayed by Hon’ble Court vide order dated 22.01.2014 in C. W. P. No. 975 of 2014. It is taken on record. 



Sh. Harkirat Singh, also states that certified copy of the stay order dated 22.01.2014 passed by the Hon’ble Court in C. W. P. No. 975 of 2014, will be produced before the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to  25th February, 2014 (Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in 
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







   (Chander Parkash)

23rd January, 2014   

                           State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Dr. Ashok Kumar Gupta,

Kothi No. 473, 

Phase -1, (Sector 55),

Mohali - 160055   

           



         

 ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Parivar Kaliyan Bhawan,

Sector 34 – A, 

 Chandigarh







   
    ..…Respondent




Complaint  Case No.  1217  of 2013

Present:            None on behalf of the  complainant 
i) Sh. Jatinder Dhawan, Sr. Asstt  ;
ii) Sh. Rajinder Singh, Jr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

On the last date of hearing, held on 11.12.2013,  Dr. Balbir Singh,  Asstt.  Director, 

through a letter no. 2942 dated 11.12.2013 has requested to consider this case sympathetically and waive off the penalty order dated 26.06.2013.
Sh. Jatinder Dhawan, Sr. Asstt. and Sh. Rajinder Singh, Jr. Asstt., who appeared 

on behalf of the respondent in today’s  hearing, submits a letter no. 68 dated 09.01.2014 signed by Dr. Balbir Singh,  Asstt.  Director, in which he has requested to consider this case sympathetically and waive off the penalty order dated 26.06.2013. It is taken on record.

The penalty of Rs. 25,000/- was imposed on Dr. Balbir Singh, Asstt. Director office 

of Director, Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, by this bench vide its order dated 26.06.2013.



The penalty was imposed upon him after giving due opportunities to Dr. Balbir Singh for filing his reply to show-cause issued to him under Section 20(1) by this bench vide orders dated 08.05.2013.



After the penalty of Rs. 25,000/- was imposed, Dr. Balbir Singh started making written-submissions before this bench for waiving of the same by claiming that he has not denied the information to the information-seeker with malafide intention.



He made written-submissions on 11.12.2013, 24.09.2013, 23.08.2013 and 23.01.2014.



He has also made oral-submission during the hearing of this case held on 24.09.2013.



During that hearing, he also pleaded that a penalty of Rs. 25,000/- has been imposed upon him by this bench in another case and he has been paying the same by obeying the 
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order of bench in toto.

After considering his oral and written-submissions made by him, I found that the 
orders of this bench dated 26.06.2013, the penalty be reviewed.


I have considered the contents of written-submissions filed by Dr. Balbir Singh,  Asstt.  Director and also evaluated his oral-submission.

He claimed that RTI application of  the complainant - Dr. Ashok Kumar Gupta, has 
been received in his office on 08.01.2013 and part information sought for by him  was related to Estb. – 3 Branch which was transferred to that branch under Section 6 (3) of the RTI Act on 17.01.2013 and part information was related to Chemical Examiner, Punjab, Kharar which has also been transferred to Chemical Examiner, Punjab, Kharar, on 11.02.2013. A reply has been received from Supdt., Estb. – 3 Br. vide letter no. 8045 dated 14.08.2013 stating that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant - Dr. Ashok Kumar Gupta personally on 17.01.2013.
I have also considered the contents of one of the written-submissions, filed by Dr. 
Balbir Singh,  Asstt.  Director, in which he stated that a  suitable reply  has been sent by Chemical Examiner, Punjab, Kharar to the complainant directly vide letter no. 1097 dated 26.10.2013, again vide letter no. 79 dated 07.02.2013, again vide letter no. 123 dated 22.02.2013 and again vide letter no. 503 dated 03.05.2013, at his residential address.


In these letters, which were submitted vide letter no. 2942 dated 11.12.2013 and vide letter no. 68 dated 09.01.2014, Dr. Balbir Singh,  Asstt.  Director, has stated that  he has not made delay in supplying the requisite information to the complainant intentionally and  requested to consider this case sympathetically and waive off the penalty order dated 26.06.2013.



After considering the written-submissions putforth by Dr. Balbir Singh, Asstt.  Director, a lenient view is required to be taken in this case. I, therefore, review my earlier orders dated 26.06.2013, vide which a penalty of Rs. 25,000/- was imposed upon the respondent-PIO who is Dr. Balbir Singh, Asstt. Director. Therefore, taking a lenient view, I, hereby, withdraw my earlier orders and waive off the recovery of penalty of Rs. 25,000/-
The respondent-PIO is cautioned to be careful in future in dealing with RTI 

applications filed by the applicants and supply the required information to the information-seekers within stipulated time as per provisions of the RTI Act. He is also directed to perform his duties/responsibilities assigned to him under the provisions of the RTI Act. 


Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








   (Chander Parkash)

23rd January, 2014   

                           State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Pawan Kumar Kamra

S/o Sh. Bhagwan Dass,

Near Auto Market, Ward – 4,

Sardulgarh – 151507,
Distt. - Mansa



   
    



  ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The D. C.-cum-President,

Distt. Red Cross Society, 

Mansa







   

    ..…Respondent




Complaint  Case No.  3028  of 2013

Present :
 None on behalf of the complainant.
i) Sh. Tejdeep Singh Saini, Hon’y Secretary-cum-Addl. Commr.(Gen) ;
ii) Ms. Sukhdeep Bangar, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing,  held on 11.12.2013, Sh. Tejdeep Singh Saini, Hon’y 

Secretary stated that information regarding query no. 2 of the RTI request of the applicant would  be supplied to the applicant within two weeks from that day and another opportunity was given to Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Secretary, to file his reply to the show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 30.10.2013.
Sh. Tejdeep Singh Saini, Hon’y Secretary-cum-Addl. Commr.(Gen) and Ms. 

Sukhdeep Bangar, Clerk, appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing and brought original official-record into the Commission so that the complainant –  Sh. Pawan Kumar Kamra, could to inspect the record, identify the information and take certified copies of the same. 



The complainant –  Sh. Pawan Kumar Kamra, through  a letter dated 23.01.2014, which has been received in the Commission vide diary No. 1672 dated 23.01.2014, has requested for an adjournment in this case.
Sh. Tejdeep Singh Saini, states that the required information would be supplied to 

the complainant –  Sh. Pawan Kumar Kamra, through registered post within a week from today.

The complainant –  Sh. Pawan Kumar Kamra, is advised to point-out deficiencies in 
the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO, in writing and the respondent-PIO is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to  25th February, 2014 (Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M.
in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.













   (Chander Parkash)

23rd January, 2014   

                           State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

5 – C, Phase -1, 

Urban Estate, Focal Point,

Ludhiana - 141010           



    


  ..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Medical Officer,

Public Health Centre,

HATHUR,

Distt. - Ludhiana






   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  3208  of 2013

Present :
  Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura, complainant in person.
i) Dr. Jaswant Singh, S. M. O. ;
ii) Sh. Varinder Pal Thakur, M. O., in person.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on  11.12.2013, show-causes were issued to Dr. 
Varinder Thakur, M. O., PHC – Hathur and Dr. Jaswant Singh, S. M. O., PHC - Hathur, under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act.
Dr. Jaswant Singh, S. M. O., PHC – Hathur and Dr. Varinder Thakur, M. O., PHC – 
Hathur, appeared in person in today’s hearing, hand over the requisite information to the complainant – Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura, during the hearing  in the Commission today. 
After going through the information,  the complainant - Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura, 

who appeared in person in today’s hearing, states that incomplete information has been supplied to him by the respondent-PIO. He also alleges that the respondent-PIO is harassing him deliberately and causing the delay in supplying the complete information to him. He also demands that penal action should be taken against the respondent-PIO concerned, who have made default in fulfilling the responsibilities assigned to them as they are bound to fulfill their responsibilities under various provisions of the RTI Act.
Dr. Jaswant Singh, S. M. O. and Dr. Varinder Thakur, M. O., state that the remaining 

information would be supplied to the complainant before the next date of hearing. 

In compliance with the order dated 11.12.2013, Dr. Jaswant Singh, S. M. O. and Dr. 
Varinder Thakur, M. O., also submit their replies to the show-cause issued to them under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, vide orders dated 11.12.2013, which are taken on record.

A decision on the replies filed by Dr. Jaswant Singh, S. M. O. and Dr. Varinder 

Thakur, M. O., in connection with the show-cause issued to them, will be taken later on.
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After seeing the conduct of Dr. Jaswant Singh, S. M. O. and Dr. Varinder Thakur, 

M. O., a show-cause, under Section 20 (2) of the RTI Act, be issued to both of them as to why disciplinary action not be recommended against them, for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant.
In view of the above, 

1. Dr. Varinder Thakur who was Nodal Officer when the RTI application was  

moved, now posted as  M. O., PHC – Hathur ;

2. Dr. Jaswant Singh, S. M. O., PHC - Hathur, who is present PIO ;

will show cause under Section 20 (2) of the RTI Act as to why disciplinary action 

not be recommended against them, for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant.

They may take note that in case they do not file their submissions and do not avail 
themselves of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that they have nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against them ex-parte. 
The case is adjourned to  25th February, 2014 (Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M.
in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.













   (Chander Parkash)

23rd January, 2014   

                           State Information Commissioner
CC :

i) Dr. Varinder Thakur,

(Regd. Post)

Medical Officer,

Public Health Centre,

HATHUR,

Distt. - Ludhiana 

ii) Dr. Jaswant Singh, 

(Regd. Post)

Sr. Medical Officer,

Public Health Centre,

HATHUR,

Distt. - Ludhiana

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
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Dharam Pal


S/o Sh. Kaur Chand,

V. P. O. – Kotli Kalan,

Block – Mansa,

Teh. & Distt. - Mansa



    



  ..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Panchayat Secretary,

Gram Panchayat,

V. P. O. – Kotli Kalan,

Block – Mansa







   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  3245  of 2013

Present :
Sh. Dharam Pal, complainant  in person.
Ms. Amarjeet Kaur, Panchayat Secretary–cum-PIO, in person.
ORDER
 On the last date of hearing, held on 10.12.2013, Ms. Amarjit Kaur, Panchayat 
Secretary, was directed to appear in person to represent this case.
In compliance with the orders dated 10.12.2013, Ms. Amarjit Kaur, Panchayat 
Secretary, appear in person in today’s hearing, states that  the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant - Sh. Dharam Pal.

The complainant – Sh. Dharam Pal, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 
gives in writing that  he has received the requisite information and is satisfied with the same. He also asks for filing of his case.

Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







   (Chander Parkash)

23rd January, 2014   

                           State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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R. C. Sharma

S/o Late Sh. Som Dutt Sharma,

A – 2467/192,

Opp. Aggrawal Nursing Home,

Trinagar, DELHI - 110035


    


 
 ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Supdt.,

Education – 2 Br., Pb.,

Pb. Mini Sectt., Sector 9,

Chandigarh





   
   
 
     ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case  No.  3386  of 2013

Present :
 None on behalf of the complainant.
Sh. Surinder Singh, Sr. Asstt.,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 12.12.2013, the Complainant  has requested for 

an adjournment in this case and another opportunity was given to him to represent his case in person or through his representative. 
Sh. Surinder Singh, Sr. Asstt.,  who appeared on behalf of the respondent in 

today’s hearing submits that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant – Sh. R. C. Sharma vide letter dated  15.10.2013 and again vide letter no. 3576 dated 24.10.2013  through registered post. He also submits that the complainant has not pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him till date. 

The complainant – Sh. R. C. Sharma, through a letter dated  21.01.2014, which has 

been received in the Commission vide diary No. 1398 dated 21.01.2014, has raised certain points in that representation. It is taken on record.

I have gone over the queries raised by the applicant - Sh. R. C. Sharma, in his RTI 

request and the response given by the respondent-PIO concerned, I found it satisfactory.



In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







   (Chander Parkash)

23rd January, 2014   

                           State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Ms. Neha Chhabra

W/o Sh. Bhushan Kumar Chhabra,

H. No. 527, Street – 5 

Jodhu Colony, 

SriMuktsar Sahib




    


  ..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Supdt. of Police,

SriMuktsar Sahib
   




   
   
      ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  3563  of 2013

Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
Sh. Balwant Singh, A. S. I., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 10.12.2013, a show-cause was issued to Sh. 
Surjit Singh, S. S. P., SriMuktsar Sahib, under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act.
Sh. Balwant Singh, A. S. I., who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 

hearing, submits  a letter no. 690 dated 22.01.2014, signed by S. S. P., SriMuktsat Sahib, stating that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant - Ms. Neha Chhabra, vide letter no. 695 dated  23.12.2013 through registered post. A copy of the same alongwith postal receipt is taken on record.
The complainant - Ms. Neha Chhabra, is not present in today’s hearing.
After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that Sh. Surjit Singh, 
S. S. P., SriMuktsar Sahib has not filed his reply to show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 10.12.2013.

Another opportunity is given to Sh. Surjit Singh, S. S. P., SriMuktsar Sahib to file 

his reply to the show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 10.12.2013 before or on the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to  25th February, 2014 (Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M.
in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.













   (Chander Parkash)

23rd January, 2014   

                           State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Avinash Sharma

S/o Sh. Girdhari Lal,

H. No. 49, Rama Mandir Side,

GARHSHANKAR,

Distt. - Hoshiarpur




    


  ..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Town Planner,

Mandi Board, Punjab,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62, 

Mohali







   
   
      ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  3573  of 2013

Present :
Mr.  Avinash Sharma, complainant  in person.
Sh. Pankaj  Bawa, D. T. P.-cum- PIO, in person.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 10.12.2013, the complainant - Sh. Avinash 

Sharma was advised point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO.
Sh. Pankaj  Bawa, D. T. P.-cum- PIO, who appeared in person, the requisite 
information has been supplied to the complainant - Sh. Avinash Sharma,  vide letter no. 136 dated 31.01.2012 and again vide letter no. 316 dated 18.05.2012. He also states that a reply has also  been sent to  the complainant, to the queries raised by him after supplying the requisite information to him,  vide letter no. 142 dated  11.04.2013, again vide letter no. 186 dated 08.05.2013 and vide letter no. 241 dated 22.05.2013.
The complainant – Sh. Avinash Sharma  , who appeared in person in today’s 

hearing, gives in writing that  he has received the requisite information and is satisfied with the same. He also asks for filing of his case.

Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.













   (Chander Parkash)

23rd January, 2014   

                           State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Kuldeep Singh

S/o Sh. Chanan Singh,

Village – Khanpur,

Tehsil –Banga,

Distt.- Shaheed Bhagat S. Nagar


    


  ..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Dev. and

Panchayat Officer,

BANGA,

Distt. - 
Shaheed Bhagat S. Nagar



   
   
      ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  3806  of 2013

Present :
Sh. Kuldeep Singh, the complainant, in person.
1. Sh. Amardeep  Singh Bains, B.D.P.O., in person ; 

2. Sh. Ranjit Singh Khatra, B.D.P.O., Banga, in person.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on  12.12.2013, show-causes were issued to Sh. 
Gagandeep Singh Virk, D. D. P. O., S. B. S. Nagar and Sh.  Ranjit Singh Khatra, B. D. P. O., Banga, will show cause in writing or through an affidavit, under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act.
The complainant - Sh. Kuldeep Singh, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

states that incomplete information has been supplied to him by the respondent-PIO.
Sh. Amardeep  Singh Bains, B.D.P.O.  and  Sh. Ranjit Singh Khatra, B.D.P.O., 
Banga, appeared in person in today’s hearing.


The respondent and the complainant, both the parties have mutually agreed during the hearing, for inspection of the relevant official-record on 27.02.2014 during working hours, identify the information and take certified  copy of the same.

Sh. Ranjit Singh Khatra, B.D.P.O., Banga,  also submits a reply dated 21.01.2014  to 
the show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 12.12.2013, which is taken on record.
After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that Sh. Gagandeep 
Singh Virk, D. D. P. O., S. B. S. Nagar, has not filed his reply to show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 12.12.2013.

Sh. Amardeep  Singh Bains, B.D.P.O., states Sh. Gagandeep Singh Virk, D. D. P. O., 
S. B. S. Nagar, is on ex-India Leave. He also submits a copy of an office order dated  18.09.2013, signed by Dr. S. Karuna Raju, Special Secretary, Govt. of Punjab, Rural dev. and Panchayat 
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Department, regarding  approval of ex-India leave of Sh. Gagandeep Singh Virk. It is taken on record.

A decision on the reply filed by Sh. Ranjit Singh Khatra in connection with the 

show-cause issued to him, will be taken later on.

The case is adjourned to  25th February, 2014 (Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M.
in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh with the directions that the respondent-PIO will facilitate the applicant to inspect the record so that he can identify the information and take certified copies of the same.

 Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







   (Chander Parkash)

23rd January, 2014   

                           State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Jasbir Singh,

Village – Bholapur Jhabewal,

P. O. – Ramgarh,

Distt. - Ludhiana





        


..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana
First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana




     

         


  ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No. 1983  of 2013

Present :
None on behalf of the  appellant .
Sh. Gagandeep Singh,Tehsildar (East), Ludhiana on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on  11.12.2013, Sh. Gagandeep, Tehsildar, 
Ludhiana was directed to appear in person alongwith original relevant official-record before the Commission alongwith status report regarding action taken by him on the RTI request filed by the applicant.

In compliance with the order dated 11.12.2013, Sh. Gagandeep, Tehsildar (East), 
Ludhiana, appeared in person in today’s hearing.
The appellant - Sh. Jasbir Singh, through his letter dated  21.01.2014 which has 

been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 1514 dated 22.01.2014, has stated that no information has been supplied to him by the respondent-PIO so far. He also demanded that a penalty of Rs. 25,000/- be imposed upon the respondent-PIO concerned. He has also sought an adjournment in this case by claiming that he is not able to attend to attend today’s hearing because of ill-health. 

Sh. Gagandeep, Tehsildar (East), states that appellant - Sh. Jasbir Singh has been 

given opportunity to inspect the official-record, pertaining to the queries raised by him in his RTI request through letter no. 540 fated 02.12.2013 but the appellant has not availed of that opportunity till today.



The appellant - Sh. Jasbir Singh, is advised to visit the office of Tehsildar(East), Ludhiana on any working day from 27.01.2014 to 31.01.2014, 05.02.2014 to 07.02.2014 and
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 10.02.2014 to 13.02.2014 to inspect the official-record, identify the information and take certified copies of the same.
The case is adjourned to  25th February, 2014 (Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M.
in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh with the directions that Sh. Gagandeep, Tehsildar (East), will supply the identified information to the appellant, on the spot ‘free of cost’.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







   (Chander Parkash)

23rd January, 2014   

                           State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Ms. Rajbir Kaur

D/o Late Sh. Sewa Singh,

‘KAHLON VILLA”,

Opp. Tel. Exchange,

V.P.O. – Bhattian Bet,

Ludhiana - 141008





        


..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Tehsildar (East),

Ludhiana
First Appellate Authority,

O/o The S. D. M. (East),

Ludhiana




     

         


  ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No. 1986  of 2013

Present :
None on behalf of the  appellant .
Sh. Gagandeep Singh, Tehsildar (East), Ludhiana, in person.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on  11.12.2013, neither the appellant  nor the 

respondent was present and another opportunity was given to the parties to represent this case by appearing in person or through their representatives in the Commission
In compliance with the order dated 11.12.2013, Sh. Gagandeep, Tehsildar (East), 
Ludhiana, appeared in person in today’s hearing, and  submits a letter no. 579-80 dated 23.12.2013, stating that the requisite information has  already been supplied to the appellant -  Ms. Rajbir Kaur,  vide letter no. 544 dated 04.12.2013 and again vide letter no. 11273 dated 13.11.2013. Copies of the same are taken on record. He also submits that the complainant has not pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to her till date.
The appellant -  Ms. Rajbir Kaur, was absent on the last date of hearing and she is 

again absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. She has neither pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to her, to the respondent-PIO, nor approached the Commission with any contrary claim  in that regard.
In view of the above, it is assumed that the applicant is satisfied with the 
information supplied to her and  does not wish to pursue her case further and hence the case is disposed of and closed.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







   (Chander Parkash)

23rd January, 2014   

                           State Information Commissioner
     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Preeti Sethi

S/o Sh. Surinder Sethi,

H. No. 1, St.- Mistrian Wali,

I/s Multani Gate,

Ferozepur City






        
   
       ..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director General,
School Education,

Pb. School Edu. Board,

Phase -8, Mohali

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Director General,
School Education,

Pb. School Edu. Board,

Phase -8, Mohali


     

         



  ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No. 2141  of 2013

Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.
Ms. Rajinder Kaur, Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 10.12.2013, neither the complainant nor the 

respondent was present and another opportunity was given to the parties to appear before the 
Commission.

 The appellant – Ms. Preeti Sethi, through a letter dated 13.01.2014 which has been 

received in the Commission vide Diary No. 1490 dated 21.01.2014, has intimated  the Commission that she is unable to attend today’s hearing. It is taken on record.
Ms. Rajinder Kaur, Asstt., appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing.

After examining the documents placed on record, I found that the applicant has 

approached the First Appellate Authority under Section 19 by filing an appeal on 28.06.2013. 

However, the First Appellate Authority  did not take any action or passed any 

speaking order/decision on the appeal of the appellant.





Ms. Rajinder Kaur, Asstt., states that Sh. Kumar Rahul, Director General, School 

Education, Pb., is First Appellate Authority in this case.
As the First Appellate Authority has been entrusted with the judiciary power and 

duties under the RTI Act, it shall examine the documents, summon the parties, give them an
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-2-
 opportunity of hearing and then decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order within stipulated period as per the provisions of the RTI Act. A copy of RTI request along with a copy of complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority who will treat it as first appeal.

Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority who is Sh. Kumar 

Rahul, Director General, School Education, Pb., Mohali, with the hope that it would show more sense of responsibility and duly  extend the respect to the right  to Information given to the citizen by the Parliament.

If, Sh. Kumar Rahul, Director General, School Education, Pb., Mohali, is not First 
Appellate Authority, the PIO concerned is directed to send this appeal case to the appropriate First Appellate Authority, which has been designated by the Administrative Head of the department as per provisions of the RTI Act. 



The applicant is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal, if he is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority.
 Copies of the order be sent to the parties







   (Chander Parkash)

23rd January, 2014   

                           State Information Commissioner
Sh. Kumar Rahul,

(Regd. Post)

First Appellate Authority-cum-

Director General,
School Education,

Pb. School Edu. Board,

Phase -8, Mohali 
Encl :
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Preeti Sethi

S/o Sh. Surinder Sethi,

H. No. 1, St.- Mistrian Wali,

I/s Multani Gate,

Ferozepur City






        


..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director General,
School Education,

Pb. School Edu. Board,

Phase -8, Mohali

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Director General,
School Education,

Pb. School Edu. Board,

Phase -8, Mohali


     

         



  ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No. 2142  of 2013

Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.
Ms. Rajinder Kaur, Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 10.12.2013, the appellant was advised to point-
out deficiencies in the information supplied to her by the respondent-PIO.

 The appellant – Ms. Preeti Sethi, through a letter dated 13.01.2014 which has been 

received in the Commission vide Diary No. 1489 dated 21.01.2014, has intimated  the Commission that she is unable to attend today’s hearing. It is taken on record.

Ms. Rajinder Kaur, Asstt., appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing.

After examining the documents placed on record, I found that the applicant has 

approached the First Appellate Authority under Section 19 by filing an appeal on 28.06.2013. 

However, the First Appellate Authority  did not take any action or passed any 

speaking order/decision on the appeal of the appellant.

Ms. Rajinder Kaur, Asstt., states that Sh. Kumar Rahul, Director General, School 

Education, Pb., is First Appellate Authority in this case.
As the First Appellate Authority has been entrusted with the judiciary power and 

duties under the RTI Act, it shall examine the documents, summon the parties, give them an
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 opportunity of hearing and then decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order within stipulated period as per the provisions of the RTI Act. A copy of RTI request along with a copy of complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority who will treat it as first appeal.

Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority who is Sh. Kumar 

Rahul, Director General, School Education, Pb., Mohali, with the hope that it would show more sense of responsibility and duly  extend the respect to the right  to Information given to the citizen by the Parliament.

If, Sh. Kumar Rahul, Director General, School Education, Pb., Mohali, is not First 
Appellate Authority, the PIO concerned is directed to send this appeal case to the appropriate First Appellate Authority, which has been designated by the Administrative Head of the department as per provisions of the RTI Act. 



The applicant is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal, if he is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority.
 Copies of the order be sent to the parties







   (Chander Parkash)

23rd January, 2014   

                           State Information Commissioner
Sh. Kumar Rahul,

(Regd. Post)

First Appellate Authority-cum-

Director General,
School Education,

Pb. School Edu. Board,

Phase -8, Mohali 
Encl :
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Mangal Singh

S/o Sh. Kandhara Singh,

V.P.O. – Bhangala,

Distt. – Tarn Taran






        

..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Dev. and

Panchayat Officer,

Tarn Taran

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Distt. Dev. and

Panchayat Officer,

Tarn Taran



     

         



  ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No. 2334  of 2013

Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.
i) Sh. Gurmukh Singh, B. D. P. O. ;
ii) Sh. Gurmukh Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 10.12.2013, the respondent-PIO and the 

appellant, both of the parties has requested for an adjournment in this case.

The appellant – Sh. Mangal Singh, through a letter dated 22.01.2014 which has 
been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 1647 dated 22.01.2014, has intimated  the Commission that he is unable to attend today’s hearing. It is taken on record.

Sh. Gurmukh Singh, B. D. P. O. and Sh. Gurmukh Singh, Panchayat Secretary, 
appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submit that whatever information is available in official-record, has been supplied to the appellant – Sh. Mangal Singh.
After examining the documents placed on record, I found that the applicant has 

approached the First Appellate Authority under Section 19 by filing an appeal on 02.05.2013. 

However, the First Appellate Authority  did not take any action or passed any 

speaking order/decision on the appeal of the appellant.

Sh. Gurmukh Singh, B. D. P. O. and Sh. Gurmukh Singh, Panchayat Secretary state 
that Sh. Gurpratap Singh Nagra, D. D. P. O., Tarn Taran, is First Appellate Authority in this case.
As the First Appellate Authority has been entrusted with the judiciary power and 

duties under the RTI Act, it shall examine the documents, summon the parties, give them an
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 opportunity of hearing and then decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order within stipulated period as per the provisions of the RTI Act. A copy of RTI request along with a copy of complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority who will treat it as first appeal.

Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority who is Sh. Gurpratap 

Singh Nagra, D. D. P. O., Tarn Taran, with the hope that it would show more sense of responsibility and duly  extend the respect to the right  to Information given to the citizen by the Parliament.

If, Sh. Gurpratap Singh Nagra, D. D. P. O., Tarn Taran, is not First Appellate 
Authority, the PIO concerned is directed to send this appeal case to the appropriate First Appellate Authority, which has been designated by the Administrative Head of the department as per provisions of the RTI Act. 



The applicant is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal, if he is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority.
 Copies of the order be sent to the parties







   (Chander Parkash)

23rd January, 2014   

                           State Information Commissioner
CC :
Sh. Gurpratap Singh Nagra,

(Regd. Post)

First Appellate Authority-cum-

Distt. Dev. and

Panchayat Officer,

Tarn Taran
Encl :
