STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri R. K. Sharma,
# 228, Garden Colony,

Mission Road, Pathankot – 145001,




…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal,
R.R.M.K. Arya Mahila Mahavidyalya,

Pathankot – 145001.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Principal,

R.R.M.K. Arya Mahila Mahavidyalya,

Pathankot – 145001.





…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 1200 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri R. K. Sharma, appellant, in person.
Shri Kewal Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri R. K. Sharma, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 12.10.2013, addressed to PIO, office of Principal, R.R.M.K. Arya Mahila Mahavidyalya, Pathankot – 145001, sought certain information on two  points in respect of the appointment of Dr. Sushma Sharma as lecturer  Hindi-cum-Sanskrit for the period from 05.08.1985 to 30.06.1988.
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  09.12.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 13.03.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on the same day   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Ld. Counsel for the respondents states that the case may be adjourned to some other date as he wants to make a written submission. However, the respondent PIO is directed to supply the requisite complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. 

4.

On the request of the Ld. Counsel for the respondents, the case is adjourned to 02.07.2014 at 2.00 P.M.








 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:27-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri R. K. Sharma,

# 228, Garden Colony,

Mission Road, Pathankot – 145001,




…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal,

R.R.M.K. Arya Mahila Mahavidyalya,

Pathankot – 145001.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Principal,

R.R.M.K. Arya Mahila Mahavidyalya,

Pathankot – 145001.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1201 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri R. K. Sharma, appellant, in person.

Shri Kewal Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri R. K. Sharma, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 19.10.2013, addressed to PIO, office of Principal, R.R.M.K. Arya Mahila Mahavidyalya, Pathankot – 145001, sought certain information on five points with regard to grants, balance sheets, Bank statements, deposits in respect of R.R.M.K. Arya Mahila Mahavidyalya, Pathankot – 145001,for the period from 01.04.2007 to 31.03.2013.

2.

The PIO vide letter No. AC/RTI/2737, dated 13.11.2013 refused to supply the information on the ground that the information asked for is vague, voluminous, pertaining  to third persons and the matter being subjudice. Being not satisfied with the reply, Shri R. K. Sharma he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  09.12.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 13.03.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on the same day   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Ld. Counsel for the respondents states that the case may be adjourned to some other date as he wants to make a written submission. However, the respondent PIO is directed to supply the requisite complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. 

4.

On the request of the Ld. Counsel for the respondents, the case is adjourned to 02.07.2014 at 2.00 P.M.














Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:27-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Satnam Singh,
Street No. 2, Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar,

KOTKAPURA, District: Faridkot.





…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Punjabi University, Patiala.
2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Punjabi University, Patiala.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1174 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
Shri Surinder Kumar on behalf of the appellant.
Shri B.M.Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Satnam Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 11.10.2013, addressed to PIO, office of Punjabi University, Patiala,  sought photocopies of result B.Ed. declared by Punjabi  University Patiala in respect of Government College of Education, Faridkot for the session 2001-2002.
2.

The PIO sent a reply to the appellant vide letter No. 8114/S-5/854-13/RTI Cell, dated 24.10.2013. Being not satisfied with the reply, Shri Satnam Singh filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 12.11.2013                 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 08.03.2014         under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 12.03.2014    and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Ld. Counsel for the respondents submits a letter No. 1350/S-II/854-13/RTI Cell, dated 23.05.2014 from the PIO enclosing therewith copies of two letters No. 8114, dated 24.10.2013 and No. 728, dated 05.02.2014 vide which the appellant has been asked  to purchase a  copy of the Gazette priced Rs. 100/-  and furnish them the roll number so that the result could be furnished to him. 

Contd……p/2

AC-1174 of 2014   


-2-
4.

The appellant states that he does not know the roll number. Then a detailed discussion is held in the court about the information asked for by the appellant. After hearing both the parties, respondent PIO is directed to supply a  complete copy of the result
 of B.Ed. Class for the session 2001-2002 in respect of Government College of Education, Faridkot, free of cost,  within 20 days under intimation to the Commission. 
5.

Adjourned to 12.08.2014  at 2.00 P.M. for the confirmation of the compliance of the orders.









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:27-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Ms. Sukhwinder Kaur,

# 89, Village: Buraj Kalaran,
P.O. Hafoor, Block: Jagraon,

District: Ludhiana – 142031.





…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,
Jagraon.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Jagraon.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1187 of 2014   

Order
Present: 
Shri Bakhshish Singh, on behalf of the appellant. 
None for the respondents.


Smt.  Sukhwinder Kaur,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  18.07.2013, addressed to PIO, office of Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Jagraon,  sought Action Taken Report on her application  regarding refund of Rs. 43,000/-.
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 22.08.2013  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 15.01.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 13.03.2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Shri Bakhshish Singh, appearing on behalf of the appellant, states that the Action Taken Report on the representation of the appellant has not been supplied to her despite repeated requests. Accordingly, Block Development and 
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Panchayat Officer, Jagraon  is directed to provide requisite information to the appellant within 20 days under intimation to the Commission and to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain the delay caused in the instant case.

4.

Adjourned to 12.08.2014  at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:27-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

REGISTERED


Jagraon, District: Ludhiana.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Ranjit Singh,
S/o Shri Karnail Singh,

Village: Bharta Khurd,

Tehsil: Nawan-shahr,

District: Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar,

(Nawan Shahr) – 144514.






…Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o District Manager,
MARKFED, Nawan-Shahr.






…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 876 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Ranjit Singh, complainant, in person.
Shri Tarlok Singh Bajwa, Senior Branch Officer-cum-APIO and Shri Babu Ram, Senior Accounts Officer, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 01.11.2013,  addressed to the respondent, Shri Ranjit Singh, sought photocopies of gate passes issued during the period from 01.10.2013 to 31.10.2013.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Ranjit Singh filed a complaint dated 04.03.3014 with the Commission, which was received in it on 10.03.2014 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.

The complainant states that he deposited Rs. 600/- with the PIO as document charges for getting the information. He further states that though the information has been supplied to him but it is late.

4.

Shri Babu Ram, Senior Accounts Officer, Markfed, Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar, makes a written submission dated 27.05.2014, which is taken on record. In the written submission he has stated that the requisite information had been sought from Markfed branch office Nawanshahr vide letter No. DM/SBSN/EST/13/2557, dated 21.11.2013 , which was received in their office on 
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20.03.2014 as the record was not traceable because of which the information could not be sent within stipulated period as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005.

5.

As the information has been supplied beyond the  stipulated  period, therefore it was  to be supplied free of cost.  Accordingly, the respondent PIO is directed to refund  Rs. 600/- to the complainant
  which was deposited by him as document charges. 
6.

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









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 27-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Harwinder Singh,
House No. 364, B-6,

Friends Colony, 

Nawanshahr – 144514.






…Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Director Public Instructions(Colleges), Punjab,
S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.






…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 922 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Harwinder Singh, complainant, in person.
Shri Jatinder Puri, Senior Assistant, office of D.P.I.(C), Punjab, Mohali, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 29.01.2014  addressed to the respondent, Shri Harwinder Singh  sought various information/documents with regard to conversion of Unaided Lecturer Posts to Aided Lecturer Posts alongwith copies of conversion orders.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Harwinder Singh, filed a complaint dated 12.03.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 14.03.2014           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.

Shri Jatinder Puri, appearing on behalf of the respondent, seeks some more time to enable him to supply requisite complete information, which is granted. However, the respondent PIO is directed to supply complete information to the complainant within 20 days under intimation to the Commission.
4.

Adjourned to 12.08.2014  at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 27-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Ashutosh,
S/o Shri Raj Kumar,

House No. 278, Street No. 15,

Krishan Nagar, Hoshiarpur.





…Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Panjab University Chandigarh.




…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 941 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Ashutosh, complainant, in person.
Shri Sandeep Chopra, Senior Law Officer and Shri Saurabh Dhawan, Assistant Law Officer, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 25.11.2013,   addressed to the respondent, Shri Ashutosh  sought various information/documents with regard to  salary, teaching hours of a teacher working on ad-hoc or part-time or contract basis.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Ashutosh  filed a complaint dated 07.03.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 18.03.2014  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.

Shri Sandeep Chopra, Senior Law Officer, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submits that State Information Commission, Punjab, Chandigarh,  has no jurisdiction to entertain the second appeal of the appellant against the Panjab University in view of the order dated 10.06.2010 passed by Division Bench of this Commission in appeal case No. AC-361 of 2010 titled as “Dr. Bhupinder Singh of Hoshiarpur  Versus PIO of the office of Registrar, Panjab University, Chandigarh”.  He further submits that the Panjab University falls within the ambit of Central Information Commission as Section 2(b) of the Panjab University Act, 1947 indicates that “the Government” means “the Central Government”.
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4.

The respondent however states that information has been supplied to the complainant. The complainant expresses his dis-satisfaction. 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 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.

5.

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.

6.

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. 

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)

Date: 27-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Ashutosh,

S/o Shri Raj Kumar,

House No. 278, Street No. 15,

Krishan Nagar, Hoshiarpur.





…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Director, Public Instructions(Colleges), Punjab,

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.






…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 942 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Ashutosh, complainant, in person.
Shri Jatinder Puri, Senior Assistant, office of D.P.I. (C) Punjab, Mohali, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 25.11.2013,  addressed to the respondent, Shri Ashutosh  sought various information/documents with regard to  issuance of NOC for moving from one institution to another, leave encashment, gratuity, earned leave and lien. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Ashutosh  filed a complaint dated 07.03.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 18.03.2014  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.

The respondent hands over requisite information to the complainant but he refuses to accept the same as it is late.  
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 
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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.

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










Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 27-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Ashutosh,

S/o Shri Raj Kumar,

House No. 278, Street No. 15,

Krishan Nagar, Hoshiarpur.





…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Director, Public Instructions(Colleges), Punjab,

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.






…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 943 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Ashutosh, complainant, in person.
Shri Jatinder Puri, Senior Assistant, office of D.P.I. (C) Punjab, Mohali, on behalf of the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 25.11.2013,   addressed to the respondent, Shri Ashutosh  sought various information/documents with regard to  salary, teaching hours of a teacher working on ad-hoc or part-time or contract basis.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Ashutosh  filed a complaint dated 07.03.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 18.03.2014  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.

The respondent hands over requisite information to the complainant but he refuses to accept the same as it is late.  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 complainant has approached 
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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)

Date: 27-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Ashutosh,

S/o Shri Raj Kumar,

House No. 278, Street No. 15,

Krishan Nagar, Hoshiarpur.





…Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Panjab University Chandigarh.




…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 944 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri Ashutosh, complainant, in person.
Shri Sandeep Chopra, Senior Law Officer and Shri Saurabh Dhawan, Assistant Law Officer, on behalf of the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 25.11.2013,   addressed to the respondent, Shri Ashutosh  sought various information/documents with regard to  issuance of NOC for moving from one institution to another, leave encashment, gratuity, earned leave and lien. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Ashutosh  filed a complaint dated 07.03.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 18.03.2014  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.

Shri Sandeep Chopra, Senior Law Officer, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submits that State Information Commission, Punjab, Chandigarh,   has no jurisdiction to entertain the second appeal of the appellant against the Panjab University in view of the order dated 10.06.2010 passed by Division Bench of this Commission in appeal case No. AC-361 of 2010 titled as “Dr. Bhupinder Singh of Hoshiarpur  Versus PIO of the office of Registrar, Panjab University, Chandigarh”.  He further submits that the Panjab University falls within the ambit of Central Information Commission as Section 2(b) of the Panjab University Act, 1947 indicates that “the Government” means “the Central Government”.
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4.

The respondent however states that information has been supplied to the complainant. The complainant expresses his dis-satisfaction. 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 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.

5.

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.

6.

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. 

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)

Date: 27-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner
