STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Pargat Singh s/o Sh. Harnek Singh,

Village: Bhedpuri, PO: Kularan,  Distt. Patiala.




…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Social Security & Child

Development Officer, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Director, Social Security & Child Development, Punjab,

SCO No.102-03, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.



…Respondents.

Appeal Case  No.  4136 of 2015

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.



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

Shri Pargat Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 01-08-2015 addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding persons getting old age pension from 2008 onwards in village Bhedpuri and Basti Bahmanan. 

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  12-=09-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated  16-12-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 17-12-2015 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 two times, with a copy to the Commission vide letter No. 1119, dated 26.08.2015. The appellant is not present without any intimation nor any observations have been received from him, which shows that he has received the information and is satisfied. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-02-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Karamjit Singh s/o Sh.Kaur Singh,

Village: Dhandoli Khurd, PO: Sular Ghrat,

Distt. Sangrur.









…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Social Security & Child

Development Officer, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Director, Social Security & Child Development, Punjab,

SCO No.102-03, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.



…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  4125 of 2015

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.



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

Shri Karamjit Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 02-07-2015 addressed to PIO, sought certain information on five points regarding beneficiaries of pension.
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  12-07-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 16-12-2015   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  17-12-2015and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, the respondent informs that the requisite information has not been supplied to the appellant as the documents charges amounting to Rs. 3832/- have not been deposited by him. He further submits that  the sought information is voluminous and can be supplied through a C.D.  Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send his observations whether he wants to have information after depositing Rs. 3832/- or through a C.D.
4.

Adjourned to  26.04.2016  at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-02-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Surinder Singh s/o Sh.Santokh Singh,

H.No. 1381, Village: Kala Ghanupur,

Baba Farid Nagar, Chheharta, Amritsar- 143105.



…Appellant










Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Engineer, Punjab Mandi Board, Tarn Taran.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Punjab Mandi Board,

Sector 65 A, SAS Nagar.





…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  4052 of 2015
Order

Present: 
Shri Surinder Singh, Appellant, in person.

Shri Dharam Singh, Senior Assistant, office of Punjab Mandi Board, Tarn-Taran, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Surinder Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 21-10-2015 addressed to PIO, sought certain information on five points regarding an inquiry conducted against him alongwith copy of the Inquiry Report. 
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 11-12-2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 11-12-2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, the respondent submits that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant, who expresses satisfaction and requests that the case may be closed. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-02-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Gurmeet Kumar s/o Sh. Paras Ram,

H.No. 151, Ward No 10, near Dirba Milk Dairy,

JOra Basti, Patran, Distt. Patiala.






…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer (SE), SAS Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Director, Public Instruction, Punjab,

Education Board Complex, Sector 62, SAS Nagar.


…Respondents.

Appeal Case  No.  4081 of 2015

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.
Shri Kulwant Singh, Senior Assistant, office of DEO(SE) Mohali; Shri Harphool Singh, Senior Assistant, office of DEO(SE) Ferozepur and Shri Varinder Singh, Clerk, office of DPI(SE), Mohali, on behalf of the respondents. 
 

Shri Gurmeet Kumar Appellant vide an RTI application dated 24-04-2015 addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding 7654 posts of lecturers advertised in daily Ajit dated 23-09-2015. 

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  21-09-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 06-12-2015   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 15-12-2015and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, the respondent informs that information has been sent to  the appellant  by DEO(SE) Mohali vide letter No. 636-37, dated 09.02.2016 and by DEO(SE) Ferozepur vide letter No. 2183, dated 10.02.2016. Copies of provided information  are submitted, which are taken on record. 
4.

The appellant is not present without any intimation nor any observations have been received from him, which shows that he has received the information and is satisfied. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 





 




Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-02-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Yogesh Mahajan s/o Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.







…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Engineer,

Faridkot Canal Division, Faridkot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Superintending Engineer,

Sirhind Canal Circle, Ludhiana.




…Respondents.

Appeal Case  No.  4087 of 2015

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant. 



Shri Balraj Singh, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.
 

Shri Yogesh Mahajan Appellant vide an RTI application dated  03-09-2015 addressed to PIO, sought attested copies of documents including Comparative Statements for works and tenders during the period from 01.06.2014 till date etc. 

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  30-10-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated  10-12-2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  15-12-2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

 Today, the respondent informs that the sought information is huge and has not been supplied as document charges amounting to Rs. 2460/- have not been deposited by the appellant. During deliberations it emerges that the appellant has not been asked to deposit documents charges within 10 days. Therefore, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant, free of cost. The respondent assures to do the needful within 15 days. 
4.

On the assurance given by the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-02-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Yogesh Mahajan s/o Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.







…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Engineer,

B.M.L. Division, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Superintending Engineer,

BML Division, Patiala.






…Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  4092 of 2015 

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.



Shri Hardarshpal Singh, S.D.O., on behalf of the respondents.
 

Shri Yogesh Mahajan Appellant vide an RTI application dated 03-09-2015 addressed to PIO, sought attested copies of documents including Comparative Statements for works and tenders during the period from 01.06.2014 till date etc. 
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  04-11-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 10-12-2015   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 15-12-2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

A letter No. ACC/15342, dated 09.02.2016 has been received from the appellant informing that he is unable to attend hearing due to shortage of funds. He has further informed that no information has been supplied to him. 

3.

The respondent submits that the information is ready but has not been supplied as document charges amounting to Rs. 800/- have not been deposited by the appellant. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to obtain the information from the PIO after depositing the document charges.
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 
Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-02-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Yogesh Mahajan s/o Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Divisional Officer, Sidhwan Canal,

Sidhwan, District:  Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Superintending Engineer,

Sidhwan Canal Circle, Ludhiana.




…Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  4118 of 2015 

Order
Present:
None for the appellant.



Shri Vijay Kumar, S.D.O., on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Yogesh Mahajan Appellant vide an RTI application dated 02-09-2015 addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding works undertaken/ carried out during 08-06-2014 to date. 

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  14-10-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 10-12-2015   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 15-12-2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

A letter dated 09.02.2016 has been received from the appellant informing that  he is unable to attend hearing due to shortage of funds. He has further informed that no information has been supplied to him as yet. 

4.

A letter No. 900/RTI, dated 17.02.2016 has been received from the Executive Engineer, Sidhwan Canal Division, Ludhiana informing that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 1172-73/RTI, dated 29.09.2015 and vide letter No. 118-19, dated 16.02.2016. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to send one more copy of the information to the appellant by registered post. The respondent assures to do the needful within a week.
5.

On the assurance  given by  the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-02-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Dalwinder Singh s/o Sh.Sadhu Singh,

Village: Mehlan Chowk, Jhaliyan Patti,

District:  Sangrur- 148001. 






Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Secretary,

Market Committee, Sunam,

District:  Sangrur.







Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2907 of 2015

ORDER

Present:
None for the complainant.


Shri Kuldip Singh Joshi, Grading Supervisor, Market Committee, Sunam, on behalf of the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated  24-08-2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri Dalwinder Singh  sought various information/ documents relating to Shri Jagseer Singh son Shri Lakha Singh, resident of Bir Kalan regarding sale of his crops.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Dalwinder Singh   filed a complaint dated  12-10-2015  with the Commission, which was received in it on  15-12-2015   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

3.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 789, dated 21.09.2015. A letter dated 17.02.2016 has been received from the complainant requesting  that the case may be closed. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 23-02--2016




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gagandeep Singh, Advocate,

H.No.HM-  26, Phase-IV, SAS Nagar.




…….Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Executive Engineer,

Majitha Division, Irrigation & Canals, Amritsar.



……..Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2916 of 2015

ORDER

Present:
Shri Amarjit Singh, on behalf  of the complainant.



None for the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 18-09-2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Gagandeep Singh, sought various information/ documents on 7 points in respect of  retired Staff Car Driver  Shri Jagir Singh son of Shri Sulakhan Singh , resident of Krishna Nagar, Kothe Bhimsen,  VPO: Dinanagar, District:  Gurdaspur.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Gagandeep Singh  filed a complaint dated  05-11-2015  with the Commission, which was received in it on 06-11-2015    and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

3.

A letter has been received from the PIO-cum-XEN, Majitha Division, UBDC, Amritsar informing that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant by the  PIO-cum-XEN, Majitha Division, Irrigation and Canal Department Amritsar   vide letter No. 7341/RTI, dated 02.11.2015. A copy of the provided information has also been enclosed with the said letter. The representative of the complainant informs that the information regarding Points  No. 3 and 6 has not been supplied to the complainant as yet. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply the pending information regarding Points No. 3 and 6 to the complainant before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission. 
4.

Adjourned to 26.04.2016 at 11.00 AM.









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 23-02--2016




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jit Singh son of Shri Bhag Singh,

Flat No. B/34, Kendriya Vihar-2,

Sector-25, Panchkula (Haryana).





…..Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Executive Engineer,

Canals Division, Abohar, District:  Fazilka.


 
  ……
Respondent

Complaint Case No.2895 of 2015

ORDER

Present:
Shri Jit Singh, complainant, in person.


Shri Ram Partap, Assessment Clerk, Canal Division, Abohar, on behalf of the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated  nil addressed to the respondent, Shri Jit Singh sought information/ documents regarding complete map of RD No. 31250-TF of village Arniwala.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Jit Singh   filed a complaint dated  15-12-2015  with the Commission, which was received in it on 15-12-2015    and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

3.

Today, the complainant informs that copy of Warabandi Map  in respect of outlet RD 31250TF, Village: Arniwala Sheikh Subhan – Mulianwala Miner Tehsil & District: Fazilka has not been supplied to his as yet. After hearing both the parties and discussing the matter at length, the respondent is directed to supply duly attested copy of Warabandi Map to the complainant within 15 days. The respondent gives assurance in this regard. 
4.

Accordingly,  on the assurance given by the respondent to supply the requisite Map to the complainant  within 15 day, the case is disposed of and closed. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh







(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 23-02--2016




        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manoj Kathuria,

3/IV GMT Compound,

Ambala Cantt.- 133001.






…….Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Municipal Council,

Zirakpur, Distt. SAS Nagar.





……Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2917 of 2015

ORDER

Present:
None for the complainant.


Shri Gursewak Singh, Junior Assistant, M.C., Zirakpur, on behalf of the respondent.

Vide RTI application dated  03-10-2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri Manoj Kathuria  sought various information of six points regarding various buildings constructed in Maya Garden Phase-II, VIP Road, Zirakpur.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Manoj Kathuria  filed a complaint dated 27-11-2015  with the Commission, which was received in it on 30-11-2015    and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

3.

Today, the respondent informs that the information asked for by the complainant is in the form of questionnaire, which is not permissible under the Act. and no specific document has been sought. Accordingly, the complainant is advised to seek specific information. In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the 
Contd…..p/2
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-2-
complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.

4.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

5.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

6.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 23-02--2016




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurpreet Singh Garewal,

General Secretary, Parvasi Punjab

Friends Club, Nangal Dam,

Distt. Roopnagar.








Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Nagar Council, Nangal,

Distt. Roopnagar.







Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2929 of 2015

ORDER

Present:
Shri Yogesh Sachdeva, on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Diljeet Singh, J.E., Nagar Council, Nangal,  on behalf of the respondent.

Vide RTI application dated 17-03-2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri Gurpreet Singh Garewal  sought various information/  documents on eight points regarding water supply.
.2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Gurpreet Singh  filed a complaint dated  18-12-2015  with the Commission, which was received in it on  21-12-2015   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

3.

Today, the representative of the complainant informs that some information has been supplied to the complainant but the information regarding Points No. 4 and 6 has not been supplied as yet. Shri Diljeet Singh, J.E., Nagar Council, Nangal, appearing  on behalf of the respondent, submits that the information available in the record of Nagar Council Nangal has been supplied to the complainant. In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI
Contd…..p/2 
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-2-

Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an 
access to the information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.

4.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

5.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 
6.

A copy of the order is forwarded to Regional Deputy Director, Local Government Ludhiana-cum-First Appellate Authority to ensure that complete information is supplied to the complainant.
7.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 23-02--2016




State Information Commissioner
CC:

Regional Deputy Director,



REGISTERED


Local Government,



Near Old Courts, Ludhiana.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

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

H. No. 1085, Sector 70, SAS Nagar. 





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Director Rural Development & 

Panchayats, Vikas Bhawan,

Sector 62, SAS Nagar. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Rural Development & 

Panchayats, Vikas Bhawan,

Sector 62, SAS Nagar. 





…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 1153 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None for the  Appellant.

 Shri Gian Singh, Senior Assistant, office of Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali   and Shri  Kanwar Singh, Clerk, office of BDPO, Dhar Kalan,  on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  Kuldeep Singh, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 23.09.2013, addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on his application which was received in the office of the PIO against Diary No. 460, dated 06.03.2013.

2.

The case was last heard on 07.01.2016, when  Shri Ram Lubhaya, BDPO, Dhar Kalan,  appearing   on behalf of the respondents, informed  that requisite information alongwith Action Taken Report had been supplied to the appellant by registered post on 30.07.2015. He requested  that the case might  be closed. 
Since the appellant was  not present, he 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 respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant and no observations have been received from him. 
4.

The appellant is not present without any intimation nor any observations have 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: 23-02-2016


             State Information Commissioner
