STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

www. infocommpunjab.com,  Ph : 0172-4630054 

Sh. Vikram Singh Nehra, Advocate

House No. 166/24, Jagdish Colony,

Rohtak, Haryana 

……………………………Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ferozepur
First Appellate Authority

 O/o State Transport Commission, Punjab,

Chandigarh 

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 2040 of 2014
alongwith

Appeal no. 2041 of 2014
Present
(i) Sh. S.R. Nehra on behalf of the Appellant 


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER

Heard

2.
Vide RTI application- addressed to the PIO, O/o DTO, Ferozepur, Sh. Vikram Singh has sought the information.
3.
Aggrieved, the information seeker filed an appeal before the departmental authority. However, still aggrieved, he has now come to the State Information Commission Punjab on 08.06.2014.

4.
Appellant filed two appeals with the Commission seeking information from District Transport Office, Ferozepur as in both  complaints, the  appellant and the PIO is the same so both these has been clubbed together.  Sh. S.R.Nehra is appearing on behalf of the Appellant without any authority letter. He stated that no response whatsoever has been received from the respondent till date. No one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent nor has any 
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communication been received from him. In the interest of justice, Respondent PIO is afforded one more opportunity to provide the appellant point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post, in accordance with his RTI application and present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt along with a copy of the information provided, before the Commission on the next date fixed, for its perusal and records. Respondent to note that in case no one comes present on his behalf on the next date fixed, punitive provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 may be invoked against the erring officer(s).

5.
Adjourned to 16.09.2014 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                   State Information Commissioner
Dated: 30th   July, 2014
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

www. infocommpunjab.com,  Ph : 0172-4630054 

Sh. Ravinder Singh, 

S/oShri Balwant Singh,House No. 986,

Near Dev Hotel, Main Bazar ,

Moga - 142001

……………………………Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Faridkot 
First Appellate Authority

O/o District Transport Officer,

Faridkot

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 2037 of 2014

Present
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Ashok Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.
Vide RTI application dated 03.02.2014- addressed to the PIO, O/o DTO, Faridkot, Sh. Ravinder Singh has sought information.
3.
Aggrieved, the information seeker filed an appeal before the departmental authority. However, still aggrieved, he has now come to the State Information Commission Punjab on 18.06.2014.

4.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Appellant. He further states that he has also brought original record today in the Commission. Appellant is not present today nor has anything to the contrary been heard from him.  Even the notice of hearing sent to him has not been returned undelivered which makes it clear that the same has been duly 
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received by him. Since complete information as per the RTI application has already been provided, the appeal is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                   State Information Commissioner
Dated: 30th   July, 2014
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

www. infocommpunjab.com,  Ph : 0172-4630054 

Sh. Manjinder Sharma (Babbu)

S/o Sh. Bhagwan Dass,

Village Brahman Majra,

PO Ghgha, Tehsil Patran

Distt.Patiala 

……………………………Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer, 

Patiala

First Appellate Authority

O/o District Transport Officer, 

Patiala
…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 2013 of 2014

Present
(i)None is present on behalf of the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Kirpal Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.
Vide RTI application dated 09.04.2014- addressed to the PIO, O/o DTO, Patiala, Sh. Manjinder Sharma has sought the information.
3.
Aggrieved, the information seeker filed an appeal before the departmental authority. However, still aggrieved, he has now come to the State Information Commission Punjab on 16.06.2014.

4.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Appellant. Appellant is not present today nor has anything to the contrary been heard from him.  Even the notice of hearing sent to him has not been returned undelivered which makes it clear that the same has been duly received by him. I have gone through the documents on record.  It has been observed that the sought for information stands provided to the appellant by the respondent.

Contd…P-2

-2-

5.
Since complete information as per the RTI application has already been provided, the appeal is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                   State Information Commissioner
Dated: 30th   July, 2014
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

www. infocommpunjab.com,  Ph : 0172-4630054 

Sh. Sanjeev Goyal,

S/o Shri Ashok Goyal,

House No. 148/, Phase 1,

Model Town, Bathinda - 151001

……………………………Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o StateTransport Commissioner,Punjab

Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o StateTransport Commissioner,Punjab

Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1999 of 2014

Present
(i) Sh. Sanjeev Goyal, the appellant


(ii) Sh. Gurpal Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.
Vide RTI application dated 25.02.2014, addressed to the PIO, O/o STC, Punjab, Sh. Sanjeev Goyal has sought the information.
3.
Aggrieved, the information seeker filed an appeal before the departmental authority. However, still aggrieved, he has now come to the State Information Commission Punjab on 12.06.2014.

4.
Appellant has given in writing that he has received the information and is satisfied.

5.
In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is required, the appeal is therefore disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                   State Information Commissioner
Dated: 30th   July, 2014
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

www. infocommpunjab.com,  Ph : 0172-4630054 

Sh. Nitin Doda, S/o Shri Harbhagwan Doda,(9779767500)

R/o Sachdeva Street, Behind Ram Market,

Fazilka- 152123

……………………………Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (S),

Fazilka

First Appellate Authority

 O/o District Education Officer (S),

Fazilka

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1988  of 2014

APPEAL REMANDED TO : 


First Appellate Authority

O/o DPI(S), Punjab

Punjab School Education Board Complex

Phase VIII, SAS Nagar 

Present:
(i) Sh. Deepak Moudgil on behalf of the  Appellant


(ii) Sh. Ranjit Singh, Dealing RTI on behalf of the Respondent 
`

ORDER


Heard

2.
The Appellant had filed RTI application with the PIO O/o District Education Officer (S), Fazilka  on 07.02.2014, still no information has not been provided to him. The Appellant, therefore, filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority (FAA). On not receiving any reply from the FAA, Appellant filed second appeal with the Commission on 04.06.2014 under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005. 
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3.
Appellant has authorized Sh. Deepak Moudgil to attend the hearing on his behalf. It is one of the allegations of Sh. Deepak Moudgil (representative of the Appellant)  that the First Appellate Authority did not pass any order, on the first appeal filed by the Appellant. I have carefully perused the documents on record. Before proceeding/parting with the order, I would wish to place on record that the First Appellate Authority did not take any action on the appeal of the applicant. He neither summoned the parties nor did he pass any order, which shows that the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not acted as per the mandate of the RTI Act, 2005. This inaction on the part of the First Appellate Authority (FAA) needs to be depreciated and it is hoped that the authorities entrusted with judiciary duties under the Act  show more sense of responsibility and respect for the rights of the citizens because the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not addressed questions of Appellant, which are of direct concern to the Public Authority. Therefore, the Commission remands this case to First Appellate Authority (FAA) i.e DPI(S), Punjab, who is directed to dispose of the appeal of Sh. Rajan Loona.

4.
The Commission, hereby, directs the DPI(S) to treat this appeal (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the  RTI Act after giving all concerned parties an opportunity to be heard.

5.
The DPI(S) is also directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. Where the DPI(S) is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of. In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA/DPI(S) shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information in reply to the RTI application dated 07.02.2014 to the Appellant. 

6.
If not satisfied with the information provided on his appeal, Appellant –Sh. Nitin Doda will be free to move a second appeal before the Commission as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005 after one month.
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7.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                   State Information Commissioner
Dated: 30th   July, 2014

Enclosed:  
1. 
Copy of appeal to  the Commission dated 04.06.2014;

2. Copy of RTI application received on 07.02.2014 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

www. infocommpunjab.com,  Ph : 0172-4630054 

Sh. Suraj Setia, S/o Sh. Krishan Kumar Setia,(94173-18786)

r/o Karishna Gali, Near OBC Bank, Gau

Shalla Road,  Fazilka 

……………………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (S),

Fazilka

First Appellate Authority

 O/o District Education Officer (S),

Fazilka

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1965  of 2014

APPEAL REMANDED TO : 


First Appellate Authority

O/o DPI(S), Punjab

Punjab School Education Board Complex

Phase VIII, SAS Nagar 

Present:
(i) Sh. Deepak Moudgil on behalf of the  Appellant


(ii) Sh. Ranjit Singh, Dealing RTI on behalf of the Respondent 
`

ORDER


Heard

2.
The Appellant had filed RTI application with the PIO O/o District Education Officer (S), Fazilka  on 07.02.2014, still no information has not been provided to him. The Appellant, therefore, filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority (FAA). On not receiving any reply from the FAA, Appellant filed second appeal with the Commission on 04.06.2014 under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005. 
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3.
Appellant has authorized Sh. Deepak Moudgil to attend the hearing on his behalf. It is one of the allegations of Sh. Deepak Moudgil (representative of the Appellant)  that the First Appellate Authority did not pass any order, on the first appeal filed by the Appellant. I have carefully perused the documents on record. Before proceeding/parting with the order, I would wish to place on record that the First Appellate Authority did not take any action on the appeal of the applicant. He neither summoned the parties nor did he pass any order, which shows that the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not acted as per the mandate of the RTI Act, 2005. This inaction on the part of the First Appellate Authority (FAA) needs to be depreciated and it is hoped that the authorities entrusted with judiciary duties under the Act  show more sense of responsibility and respect for the rights of the citizens because the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not addressed questions of Appellant, which are of direct concern to the Public Authority. Therefore, the Commission remands this case to First Appellate Authority (FAA) i.e DPI(S), Punjab, who is directed to dispose of the appeal of Sh. Rajan Loona.

4.
The Commission, hereby, directs the DPI(S) to treat this appeal (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the  RTI Act after giving all concerned parties an opportunity to be heard.

5.
The DPI(S) is also directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. Where the DPI(S) is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of. In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA/DPI(S) shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information in reply to the RTI application dated 07.02.2014 to the Appellant. 

6.
If not satisfied with the information provided on his appeal, Appellant –Sh. Suraj Setia will be free to move a second appeal before the Commission as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005 after one month.
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7.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                   State Information Commissioner
Dated: 30th   July, 2014

Enclosed:  
1. 
Copy of appeal to  the Commission dated 04.06.2014;

2. Copy of RTI application received on 07.02.2014 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

www. infocommpunjab.com,  Ph : 0172-4630054 

Sh. Rajesh Sharma, S/o Sh.Vasudev Sharma, (94173-20136)

# B/316, Basti Hazoor Singh, Fazilka – 152123, 

Distt. Fazilka 

……………………………Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (S),

Fazilka

First Appellate Authority

 O/o District Education Officer (S),

Fazilka

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1964  of 2014

APPEAL REMANDED TO : 


First Appellate Authority

O/o DPI(S), Punjab

Punjab School Education Board Complex

Phase VIII, SAS Nagar 

Present:
(i) Sh. Deepak Moudgil on behalf of the  Appellant


(ii) Sh. Ranjit Singh, Dealing RTI on behalf of the Respondent 
`

ORDER


Heard

2.
The Appellant had filed RTI application with the PIO O/o District Education Officer (S), Fazilka  on 07.02.2014, still no information has not been provided to him. The Appellant, therefore, filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority (FAA). On not receiving any reply from the FAA, Appellant filed second appeal with the Commission on 04.06.2014 under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005. 
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3.
Appellant has authorized Sh. Deepak Moudgil to attend the hearing on his behalf. It is one of the allegations of Sh. Deepak Moudgil (representative of the Appellant)  that the First Appellate Authority did not pass any order, on the first appeal filed by the Appellant. I have carefully perused the documents on record. Before proceeding/parting with the order, I would wish to place on record that the First Appellate Authority did not take any action on the appeal of the applicant. He neither summoned the parties nor did he pass any order, which shows that the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not acted as per the mandate of the RTI Act, 2005. This inaction on the part of the First Appellate Authority (FAA) needs to be depreciated and it is hoped that the authorities entrusted with judiciary duties under the Act  show more sense of responsibility and respect for the rights of the citizens because the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not addressed questions of Appellant, which are of direct concern to the Public Authority. Therefore, the Commission remands this case to First Appellate Authority (FAA) i.e DPI(S), Punjab, who is directed to dispose of the appeal of Sh. Rajan Loona.

4.
The Commission, hereby, directs the DPI(S) to treat this appeal (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the  RTI Act after giving all concerned parties an opportunity to be heard.

5.
The DPI(S) is also directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. Where the DPI(S) is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of. In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA/DPI(S) shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information in reply to the RTI application dated 07.02.2014 to the Appellant. 

6.
If not satisfied with the information provided on his appeal, Appellant –Sh. Rajesh Sharma will be free to move a second appeal before the Commission as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005 after one month.
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7.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                   State Information Commissioner
Dated: 30th   July, 2014

Enclosed:  
1. 
Copy of appeal to  the Commission dated 04.06.2014;

2. Copy of RTI application received on 07.02.2014 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

www. infocommpunjab.com,  Ph : 0172-4630054 

Sh. Ravinder  Saggar, (98155-79265)

S/o  Sh.Manohar Lal,

#B 2602,Amar Colony Near Bus Stand,

Fazilka -152123, Distt.Fazilka (Punjab)

……………………………Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (S),

Fazilka

First Appellate Authority

 O/o District Education Officer (S),

Fazilka

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1963  of 2014

APPEAL REMANDED TO : 


First Appellate Authority

O/o DPI(S), Punjab

Punjab School Education Board Complex

Phase VIII, SAS Nagar 

Present:
(i) Sh. Deepak Moudgil on behalf of the  Appellant


(ii) Sh. Ranjit Singh, Dealing RTI on behalf of the Respondent 
`

ORDER


Heard

2.
The Appellant had filed RTI application with the PIO O/o District Education Officer (S), Fazilka  on 07.02.2014, still no information has not been provided to him. The Appellant, therefore, filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority (FAA). On not receiving any reply from the FAA, Appellant filed second appeal with the Commission on 04.06.2014 under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005. 
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3.
Appellant has authorized Sh. Deepak Moudgil to attend the hearing on his behalf. It is one of the allegations of Sh. Deepak Moudgil (representative of the Appellant)  that the First Appellate Authority did not pass any order, on the first appeal filed by the Appellant. I have carefully perused the documents on record. Before proceeding/parting with the order, I would wish to place on record that the First Appellate Authority did not take any action on the appeal of the applicant. He neither summoned the parties nor did he pass any order, which shows that the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not acted as per the mandate of the RTI Act, 2005. This inaction on the part of the First Appellate Authority (FAA) needs to be depreciated and it is hoped that the authorities entrusted with judiciary duties under the Act  show more sense of responsibility and respect for the rights of the citizens because the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not addressed questions of Appellant, which are of direct concern to the Public Authority. Therefore, the Commission remands this case to First Appellate Authority (FAA) i.e DPI(S), Punjab, who is directed to dispose of the appeal of Sh. Rajan Loona.

4.
The Commission, hereby, directs the DPI(S) to treat this appeal (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the  RTI Act after giving all concerned parties an opportunity to be heard.

5.
The DPI(S) is also directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. Where the DPI(S) is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of. In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA/DPI(S) shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information in reply to the RTI application dated 07.02.2014 to the Appellant. 

6.
If not satisfied with the information provided on his appeal, Appellant –Sh. Ravinder Saggar will be free to move a second appeal before the Commission as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005 after one month.
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7.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                   State Information Commissioner
Dated: 30th   July, 2014

Enclosed:  
1. 
Copy of appeal to  the Commission dated 04.06.2014;

2. Copy of RTI application received on 07.02.2014 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

www. infocommpunjab.com,  Ph : 0172-4630054 

Sh. Rajan Loona,s/o Som Parkash (98725-96733)

r/o House No. E- 1131, Mehrian Bazaar,

Fazilka – 152123, Distt. Fazilka

……………………………Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (S),

Fazilka

First Appellate Authority

 O/o District Education Officer (S),

Fazilka

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1962 of 2014

APPEAL REMANDED TO : 


First Appellate Authority

O/o DPI(S), Punjab

Punjab School Education Board Complex

Phase VIII, SAS Nagar 

Present:
(i) Sh. Deepak Moudgil on behalf of the  Appellant


(ii) Sh. Ranjit Singh, Dealing RTI on behalf of the Respondent 
`

ORDER


Heard

2.
The Appellant had filed RTI application with the PIO O/o District Education Officer (S), Fazilka  on 07.02.2014, still no information has not been provided to him. The Appellant, therefore, filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority (FAA). On not receiving any reply from the FAA, Appellant filed second appeal with the Commission on 04.06.2014 under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005. 
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3.
Appellant has authorized Sh. Deepak Moudgil to attend the hearing on his behalf. It is one of the allegations of Sh. Deepak Moudgil (representative of the Appellant)  that the First Appellate Authority did not pass any order, on the first appeal filed by the Appellant. I have carefully perused the documents on record. Before proceeding/parting with the order, I would wish to place on record that the First Appellate Authority did not take any action on the appeal of the applicant. He neither summoned the parties nor did he pass any order, which shows that the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not acted as per the mandate of the RTI Act, 2005. This inaction on the part of the First Appellate Authority (FAA) needs to be depreciated and it is hoped that the authorities entrusted with judiciary duties under the Act  show more sense of responsibility and respect for the rights of the citizens because the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not addressed questions of Appellant, which are of direct concern to the Public Authority. Therefore, the Commission remands this case to First Appellate Authority (FAA) i.e DPI(S), Punjab, who is directed to dispose of the appeal of Sh. Rajan Loona.

4.
The Commission, hereby, directs the DPI(S) to treat this appeal (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the  RTI Act after giving all concerned parties an opportunity to be heard.

5.
The DPI(S) is also directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. Where the DPI(S) is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of. In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA/DPI(S) shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information in reply to the RTI application dated 07.02.2014 to the Appellant. 

6.
If not satisfied with the information provided on his appeal, Appellant –Sh. Rajan Loona will be free to move a second appeal before the Commission as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005 after one month.
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7.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                   State Information Commissioner
Dated: 30th   July, 2014

Enclosed:  
1. 
Copy of appeal to  the Commission dated 04.06.2014;

2. Copy of RTI application received on 07.02.2014 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

www. infocommpunjab.com,  Ph : 0172-4630054 

 Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan,

H.No.78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi, Dhuri,

Distt:Sangrur.

……………………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Zonal, Patiala.

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint  No. 1187 of  2014

Present
(i) Prem Kumar Rattan, the Complainant 



(ii) Sh. Jagroop Singh, ASI on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.
Vide RTI application dated 12.03.2014 addressed to the PIO, O/o Inspector General of Police, Patiala, Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan has sought the information.

3.
The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 15.04.2014.

4.
Sh. Jagroop Singh, ASI is appearing on behalf of the Respondent and has sought some more time to provide the complete information to the Complainant. Some more time be given to the Respondent.
5.
On the request of the Respondent, the case is adjourned to 13.08.2014 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                   State Information Commissioner
Dated: 30th   July, 2014
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

www. infocommpunjab.com,  Ph : 0172-4630054 

Sh. Hari Singh,

S/o Sh. Mehar Singh, 

Village Bakhora Khurd,

Tehsil Lahiragaga, Distt. Sangrur 

                                                                                                                                          --------Complainant                                              




            Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Tehsildar , Barnala 

                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 394 of 2014
Present : 
(i)  None is present on behalf of  the complainant 

(ii) Sh.Paramjit Singh,Naib Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent 

 ORDER


Heard

2.
Vide RTI application dated 02.12.2013- addressed to the PIO, O/o Tehsildar Barnala, Sh. Hari Singh has sought the information.

3.
The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its officer on 23.01.2014.

4.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been provided to the Complainant. Complainant is absent. I have gone through the documents on record.  It has been observed that the information stands provided to the complainant by the respondent.
5.
In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is required, the case is therefore disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                   State Information Commissioner
Dated: 30th   July, 2014

