STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh


          Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Pyare Lal Garg,

# 1306, Sector:44-B, 

Chandigarh-160047                                                                           
  …Appellant                                                      




            Vs.
1. 
Public Information Officer,

 O/o Director Research and Medical Education,

Punjab, Sector: 40-C, Chandigarh.

2. 
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Research and Medical 

 
Education, Punjab, Sector: 40-C, Chandigarh.                        
 …Respondent

Appeal Case No.2029 of 2014

Order

Present:
Mr. Pyare Lal Garg, appellant in person.


Mr. Hardev Singh, Supdt-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent.



In compliance to the Commission’s direction, the PIO has submitted his response that the contentious file being sought by the appellant was not traceable. However, the appellant protested arguing that the respondent PIO had not even acknowledged that the the public authority i.e. DRME itself too was a party to the case that went up to theApex Court and the office of the DRME must have the file with it but unfortunately it was misplaced. Also, the appellant expected that the respondent PIO should assure that his office would make all efforts to trace the contentious file and whenever it is traced, the respondent PIO would supply the same to the appellant. Also,  the appellant argued that reiterating that the Punjab government had destroyed a similar file had no relevance as a similar file should be available with the DRME as it too was a party to case.  

                 In the light of the contention of the appellant, the PIO assured to modify his response.    
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Appeal Case No.2029 of 2014



The case is adjourned to 30.04.2015 at 12.00 P.M.
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 29.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh.  Raj Kumar,

S/o sh. Ram Nath,

Pakhand Bhag Chand Wali Gali,

Cinema Road, Rampura Phul,

District: Bahtinda. 


 




   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Local Government Punjab,

SCO No. 131-132, Sector 17,

Chandigarh. 
 
 





…Respondent

Complaint Case no. 858/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Naresh Kumar, for the complainant. 


Mr. Paramjeet Singh, Supdt-cum-PIO, & Mrs. Manmohar Kaur, Jr. 



Assistant, for the respondent.

RTI application filed 

:
13.12.2014
PIO’s response


:    
Nil 

Complaint  received in SIC 
:
25.03.2015
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.


Information  sought:- 

 
Seeks action taken report on a complaint sent by DC Bathinda vide office letter No 1382dated 13.08.2014 against one Swarn Singh Malsia and Darbara Singh employees of Rampuraphul.

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:-  



The respondent PIO has provided the information to the complainant during the hearing itself. The complainant is advised to peruse the information and if he  finds any deficiencies, he would be at liberty to approach the first appellate authority i.e. Director Local Government Punjab,  Sector 17 Chandigarh. 
Decision:- 


In the light of above, the instant complaint case  is closed and disposed of. 

Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 29.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Kamaljit Singh,

Gali No. 8, H. no. 23,

Anand Nagar (B), 

Patiala. 








… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Patiala.








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 2962/14
ORDER
Present:
None for the complainant.



Mr. Sukhwinder Singh, Reader to DDPO, for the respondent.



The complaint is absent without intimation to the Commission for the fourth consecutive hearing. During the last hearing, the respondent was directed to be present at the next date of hearing as his response to the show casue notice was not satisfactory. The respondent PIO too had been avoiding attending the proceedings of the Commission for the fourth consectutive hearing and the Commision takes a serious note of it. 

                 The PIO’s representative stated that the PIO was not well and advised rest. Both the parties are directed to be present at the next date of hearing to ensure speedy disposal of the case.


The case is adjourned to 12.05.2015 at 10.00 A.M. 
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 29.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Naresh Kumar Gupta,

H. No. 162, Jaitoo, Ward No. 12,

Jaitoo – 1, Tehsil – Jaitoo,

District – Faridkot.

 


   

 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District & Session Judge,

Faridkot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o District & Session Judge,

Faridkot. 







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 3000/14

ORDER

Present:
None for the appellant.



Mr. B.D Rishi, Supdt-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent.



The appellant is absent. However,  he has send a letter wherein he has sought an adjournement adding that the PIO had not provided the information despite the directions by the Commission. 
                   During the last hearing, the appellant was advised  to peruse the information provided and point out deficiencies, if any, within seven working days and the respondent PIO would be  duty bound to make up for the same within another week. However, the PIO stated that the he had not received any communication or deficiencies from the appellant till date.

                   In absence of the appellant, the Commission failed to make any headway in the instant case.  
The case is adjourned to 21.05.2015 at 10.00 A.M. 
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 29.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Sushil Kumar Jindal,

S/o Sh. Sham Lal,

Ward No. 7, H. No. 1074,

Sajida Colony, Malerkotla, Sangrur.

 


   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council, Malerkotla.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director Local Government Pb,

Patiala. 

 





…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1047/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Sushil Kumar Jindal, appellant in person.



Mr. Maninder Pal Singh, Superintendent for the respondent. 

RTI application filed on


:   
02.08.2014


PIO replied




:   
Nil

First appeal filed



:   
08.11.2014
FAA orders:  18.11.2014 and then 04.12.2014 & 13.12.2014 to provide complete information to the information seeker.
Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
18.03.2015
Information sought: 

Seeks information regarding one candidate Abdul Latif who had contested NC elections in 2008.
Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal

:
No response from the PIO. Even he 







failed to comply with the directions of 







the FAA.

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:


The representative of PIO provided the information during the hearing itself to the satisfaction of the appellant. The appellant submitted in writing that he had received the information and was satisfied with the same and urged the Commission to close the case. 
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Appeal Case no. 1047/2015
Decision :


In the light of above, the case is closed and disposed of.
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                                                          Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 29.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh.   Baldev Singh Sirsa,

Village: Khanwal, Post Office: Sarangdev.

Tehsil: Ajnala, District: Amritsar. 

 



   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Inspector General of Registration Punjab,

Kapurthla Road, Jalandhar.




…Respondent

Complaint Case no. 879/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Baldev Singh Sirsa, complainant in person.



Mr. Santokh Singh, Sr. Assistant, for the respondent.

RTI application filed 

:
20.01.2015
PIO’s response


:    
Nil 

Complaint  received in SIC
 :
25.03.2015

Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information


Information  sought:- 

 
Seeks information on action taken report on t his letter No R-2/17-117/14651 dated 31.10.2014
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:-  



The representative of the PIO provided the information during the hearing itself to the satisfaction of the complainant. Already , the respondent PIO had sent  copy of the information to the Commission vide office letter dated 19.02.2015. The complainant is advised to peruse the information and if he is not satisfied with the information, he can approach the first appellate authority i.e. Director Land Record, Jalandhar. 



Decision:- 


In the light of above, the case is closed and disposed of.

Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 29.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Jaswinder Singh,

H. No. 68, Basant City,

Village & Post Office: Daad,

Pakhowal Road, Ludhiana.

 
 



   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Recreation Club,

Fazilka.







…Respondent

Complaint Case no. 893/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Abhishek, for the complainant. 


None for the respondent.
RTI application filed 


:
10.12.2014
PIO’s response


:    
Nil

Complaint  received in SIC 

:
25.03.2015
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.  


Information  sought:- 
 
Seeks information on five points regarding Recreation Club, Fazilka.
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:-  



The representative of the complainant stated that the Recreation Club, Fazilka has been is existing since 1932 though it was registered much later. He conceded that the club was a private body but added that it had often received substantial financial assistance from the government and hence it is deemed a public authority. 

                      The complainant is advised to deduce substantive evidence to prove that the contentions Club is provided substantial assistance from the government or its instrumentatlities and hence it is a public authority and therefore, the responding Club should furnish information.
Decision:- 


The case is adjourned to 13.05.2015 at 10.00 A.M.
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 29.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Jaswant Singh,

S/o Sh. Khajan Singh,

R/o Basti Sunwaa Wali (Khuh Chubare Wala),

Ferozepur Shahir – 152002.



 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar,

Ferozepur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.
 






…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 232/2015

ORDER
Present:
Mr. Jaswant Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Bhupinder Singh, Tehsildar-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent.


The respondent PIO submitted that despite their best afford, the requisite record related to 1997 was not traceable. Since the the record is not available, it could not be provided.



In the lights of above, the case is closed and disposed of.
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 29.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. H.S Hundal (Advocate),

Chamber No. 82, 

District Courts, Phase 3 B-1,

Mohali.
  




 


   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Mini Secretariat, Moga.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga.








…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 806/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. H.S Hundal, appellant in person.



Mr. Arwinder Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondent. 



The representative of the PIO stated that the PIO had rasied a demand for  requisite fee but the appellant had not responded to it and hence the information was denied.  On perusal of the file, it becomes clear that the PIO had not given any breakup for the fee which is mandatory under subsection 3a of section 7 of the RTI Act. 

                          Subsequently, the appellant inspected the record and identified and procured the information except a part of information related to query Nos. 2, 7 & 8. The representative of PIO  assured to provide the remaining information to the appellant on these queries within next ten working days.
                     In hope that the PIO would own his commitment, the appellant requested the case be closed. 



However, the Commission takes a serious note of the respondent PIO Mrs. Jaswinder Kaur PCS cum SDM who did not bother to read the notice of the Commission and failed to provide the information sought under para  no. 3 (a) & 3(b) of the notice of hearing. She is directed to send her response on these queries within week notwithstanding that the instant appeal case has been disposed of. 
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Appeal Case no. 806/2015
In the light of above, the case is closed and disposed of.
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 29.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. H.S Hundal (Advocate),

Chamber No. 82, 

District Courts, Phase 3 B-1,

Mohali.
  




 


   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga.



 




…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 807/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. H.S Hundal, appellant in person.



Mrs. Savita, PIO-cum-SDM for the respondent.



The respondent PIO has provided the information to the appellant during the hearing to his satisfaction. 


In the light of this, the case is closed and disposed of.
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 29.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. H.S Hundal,

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Phase 3 B-1, SAS Nagar,.




 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga. 







…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1084/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. H.S Hundal, appellant in person.



Mr. Joginder Singh, Supdt-cum-APIO, for the respondent. 

RTI application filed on


:   
29.12.2015


PIO replied




:   
Nil

First appeal filed



:   
01.02.2015
Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
26.03.2015
Information sought: 

Seeks information on 20 points regarding District Red Cross Society.
Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal
 
:
No response, hence denial of 








information.

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing: 



The respresentative of the PIO has sought more time to provide the information to the appellant.
Decision :


The  case is adjourned to 14.05.2015 at 10.00 A.M.
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 29.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. H.S Hundal,

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Phase 3 B-1, SAS Nagar,.




 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Revenue Officer,

Mini Secretariat,

Moga.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (G),

Mini Secretariat, Moga. 

 



…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1085/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. H.S Hundal, appellant in person.



Mr. Joginder Singh, Supdt-cum-APIO, for the respondent.

RTI application filed on


:   
29.12.2014


PIO replied




:   
Nil

First appeal filed



:   
01.02.2015
Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
26.03.2015
Information sought: 


Seeks information on nine points in delay in addition of weapons cases as per the list presented in the case before SM Sharma IPS.

Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal
 
:
No response, hence denial of 








information.
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing: 


The representative of the PIO has sought time to provide the information to the appellant.

Decision :


The case is adjourned to 14.05.2015 at 10.00 A.M.
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 29.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. H.S Hundal,

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Phase 3 B-1, SAS Nagar,.






   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Moga.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mini Secretariat, Moga. 





…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1086/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. H.S Hundal, appellant in person.



Mr. Arwinder Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.

RTI application filed on


:   
29.12.2014


PIO replied




:   
Nil

First appeal filed



:   
01.02.2015

Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
26.03.2015
Information sought: 
Seeks information on implementation of section 4 of the RTI Act.
Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal
 
:
No response, hence denial of 








information.
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing: 


The representative of the PIO provided the information to appellant during the hearing. The appellant pointed out the the details of the implementation of the 4 1(b) had been provided but information on sub section 3 & 4 of section 4 of RTI Act is not furnished. However, the appellant was contented with the response and wanted that he case be closed but the respondent PIO should ensure that the subsection 3&4 of the section 4 of the RTI Act should be assigned the same importance and be implemented to create greater awareness among the people of the RTI Act.  
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Appeal Case no. 1086/2015
Decision :


The case is closed and disposed of.
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 29.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. H.S Hundal,

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Phase 3 B-1, SAS Nagar,.






   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner,

Mini Secretariat, Moga. 





…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1089/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. H.S Hundal, appellant in person.



Mr. Mulkhraj Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI application filed on


:   
01.12.2014

PIO replied




:   
Nil
First appeal filed



:   
31.12.2014
Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
26.03.2015

Information sought: 


Seeks information on 10 points regarding maintenance of register u/s 5(3) of the RTS Act.

Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal
 
:
No response, hence denial of 








information.

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:


The representative of the PIO has assured to provide the remaining information on points no. 1, 4, 7 & 8 before the next date of hearing. 


Decision :


The case is adjorned to 14.05.2015 at 10.00 A.M.
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 29.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. H.S Hundal,

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Phase – 3B-1, SAS Nagar.




 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Construction Division, PWD (B & R),

Ferozepur. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Superintending Engineer,

Construction Circle, PWD (B & R),

 Ferozepur. 







…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1091/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. H.S Hundal, appellant in person.



Mr. Sanjiv Kumar, Assistant Engg., for the respondent. 

RTI application filed on


:   
09.01.2015


PIO replied




:   
Nil

First appeal filed



:   
10.02.2015
Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
26.03.2015
Information sought: 

Seeks information on 10 points regarding estimates of PMGSY in the district.

Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal
 
:
No response, hence denial of 








information.

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:


The representative of the PIO provided the information during the hearing itself to the satisfaction of the appellant. The appellant is advised to peruse the information, and point out deficiencies if any within seven working days under intimation to the Commision and the respondent PIO would make up for the deficiencies at earliest, in any case before the next date of hearing. 
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Appeal Case no. 1091/2015
Decision :


In the lights of above, the case is adjourned to 21.05.2015 at 10.00 A.M.

Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 29.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. H.S Hundal,

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Phase – 3B-1, SAS Nagar.






   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Construction Division, PWD (B & R),

Industrial Area, Phase – 1, Mohali. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Superintending Engineer,

Construction Circle, PWD (B & R),

SCO 39-40, Sector 17 C, Chandigarh.



…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1092/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. H.S Hundal, appellant in person.



Mr. Jaspreet Singh, SDE & Mr. Hardeep Singh, Supdt for the respondent.

RTI application filed on


:   
09.01.2015


PIO replied




:   
Nil

First appeal filed



:   
10.02,2015

Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
26.03.2015
Information sought: 

Seeks information on 10 points regarding estimates of PMGSY in the district.

Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal
 
:
No response, hence denial of 








information.
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:


The  respondent PIO  submitted his response to the RTI application which was  taken on record and a copy of the same  was provided to the appellant during the hearing to his  satisfaction.


Decision :


In the lights of above, the case is closed and disposed of.

Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 29.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. H.S Hundal,

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Phase 3 B-1, SAS Nagar,.




 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (G),

Mini Secretariat, Moga. 





…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1093/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. H.S Hundal, appellant in person.



Mr. Joginder Singh, Sudt-cum-APIO, for the respondent.

RTI application filed on


:   
07.01.2015


PIO replied




:   
Nil
First appeal filed



:   
09.02.2015
Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
26.03.2015
Information sought: 

Seeks information on nine points regarding penalty imposed  on Additional District Magistrate, Moga on 04.1.2014.

Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal

:
No response, hence denial of 








information.

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:


The representative of the PIO provided the information during the hearing to the appellant. The appellant is advised to peruse the same and point out deficiencies, if any, in next five working days and the respondent PIO would  make up for the same at earliest, in any  case before the next date of hearing.
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Appeal Case no. 1093/2015
Decision :


The case is adjourned to 14.05.2015 at 10.00 A.M. 

Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 29.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. H.S Hundal,

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Phase 3 B-1, SAS Nagar,.




 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Central Works, Public Works Department,

Ferozepur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Superintending Engineer,

Central Works, Public Works Department,

Ferozepur.
 

 



…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1094/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. H.S Hundal, appellant in person.


Mr. Harpreet Singh, SDE & Mr. Jaspal Singh, Supdt for the respondent.

RTI application filed on


:   
07.01.2015


PIO replied




:   
Nil

First appeal filed



:   
01.02,2015
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
26.03.2015

Information sought: 



Seeks information on eight points regarding the national highways under the jurisdiction of the office of the PIO.
Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal
 
:
No response, hence denial of 








information.
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:


The representative of the PIO provided the information during the hearing to the appellant. The appellant is advised to peruse the same and point out deficiencies, if any, in next five working days and the respondent PIO would  make up for the same at earliest. in any  case before the next date of hearing.
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Appeal Case no. 1094/2015
Decision :


The case is adjourned to 21.05.2015 at 10.00 A.M. 

Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 29.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
