


 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                         SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balwinder Singh s/o Shri Dalip Singh,

V.P.O. Dod, Tehsil Jaito, Distt. Faridkot.                               
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Block Development & 

Panchayats Officer,

Kotakpura, Distt. Faridkot.                                                  
    Respondent    

                                                          CC No. 3036   of 2014

Present:

 Shri Balwinder Singh, complainant in person;

Shri Satinder Pal, supdt o/o BDPO Kotakpura for the        respondent PIO.

ORDER:


Shri Balwinder Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated  24.9.2014 addressed to PIO o/o B.D.P.O Kotakpura, Distt. Faridkot, sought certain information on 5 points pertaining to Gram Panchayat village Dod, Block Kotakpura, Distt. Faridkot.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 28.10.2014.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds to look into the matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


During the hearing of this case today, Shri Balwinder Singh complainant, stated that no information on any point pertaining to his RTI application dated 24.9.2014, have been supplied by the PIO cum BDPO Kotakpura to him so far. 

Shri Satinder Pal, Supdt. o/o BDPO Kotakpura when told to supply to the commission the copy of provided information to the complainant, he also stated that no information have been supplied to Shri Balwinder Singh complainant yet. 

It is thus observed that total lackadaisical approach have been adopted by Shri Harmel Singh, PIO cum Block Development & Panchayats Officer, Kotakpur, Distt. Faridkot, in supplying the information to the complainant and the same have been denied to Shri Balwinder Singh, willfully, intentionally and without any reasonable cause, and is viewed seriously being against   the very spirit  of RTI Act, 2005.

Therefore, the commission in exercise of its powers conferred on it under the provisions of section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005, issues a show cause notice to Shri Harmel Singh, PIO cum Block Development & Panchayats Officer, Kotakpur, Distt. Faridkot to explain in writing by furnishing self attested affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed on him for not providing any information to the complainant as per provisions contained in Section 7(1) of RTI Act, 2005.

         In addition to the written reply to be given in the shape of an affidavit, Shri Harmel Singh, PIO cum Block Development & Panchayats Officer, Kotakpur, Distt. Faridkot, is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 

        Shri Harmel Singh, PIO cum Block Development & Panchayats Officer, Kotakpur, Distt. Faridkot is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed along with written submissions, complete records, for the perusal of the same by the commission.



Adjourned to 07.1.2015 at 11.00 A.M. for further proceedings.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.12.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

Shri Harmel Singh, PIO cum


              (Registered)

Block Development & Panchayats Officer, 

Kotakpur, Distt. Faridkot

-for strict compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.12.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                         SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Angrej Singh,

L-7/1008, Uttam Nagar,

Tarn Taran Road,


Amritsar.    
                                                                                    
 Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director. Public Instructions,

Punjab,(Secondary Education)

Vidhya Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali.                                                                                                Respondent       
                                                          CC No.  3048   of 2014
Present:       Shri Angrej Singh alongwith his representative Shri Vishwanath. 

                    Shri Inderjit , PIO cum Deputy Director, (SE) and Smt. Bachan Kaur,

                    Sr. Asstt. for the respondent.

ORDER:


Shri Angrej Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 2.8. 2014 addressed to PIO o/o Director of Public Instructions, Punjab, (SE)  S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali, sought certain information for the period from  27.5.2013 to 21.11.2013 petaining to the orders issued by the Deputy Director Grants o/o D.P.I. (SE) to Gian Ashram School Amritsar. 


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 29.10.2014. Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds to look into the matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


During the hearing of this case today, it is observed that the requisite information have been supplied by the respondent PIO to the complainant vide memo no. 16/88-2012 Grants1(5)dated 11.12.2014, under registered cover.


It is thus observed that due response/demanded information stands supplied to the complainant by the PIO cum Deputy Director Grants (GAS) o/o D.P.I.(SE) , Punjab, Mohali as per office record., but complainant was raising unreasonable queries and stated that provided information is still in complete 

Thus, in view of the facts that the complainant has approached the Commission under provisions of  Section 18 of RTI Act, 2005 in a complaint case,  his attention  is invited to para 31 of  the judgment of  Hon’ble Supreme Court of  India  delivered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787 to 10788  of 2011 (arising out of  SLP © No. 32768 to 32769 of 2010) wherein it has been held as under:-

“The Commissioner while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the said Act has no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information.”


 Thus, no further directions in the matter, being a complaint case can be issued  to the PIO cum Deputy Director Grants (GAD) for providing information to the complainant 


In this view of the matter, complainant, if he so desires may   file First Appeal against the decision of the PIO before the First Appellate Authority cum Director Public Instructions, Punjab (Secondary Education), Vidhya Bhawan, Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.  If, the complainant approaches the First Appellate Authority,   the FAA is directed to decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving opportunity of hearing to all concerned.


The FAA  is further 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 FAA 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 shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information according to the application dated 13.4.14 filed under the RTI Act, 2005 and for ensuring that complete information have been provided to applicant – complainant, first appeal shall be disposed of by passing a speaking order.

If, however, the applicant-complainant still does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., he will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005,

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







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.12.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                         SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Sunil Kaushik,

841, Gali No.3 B,

Bagh Ramanand,

Amritsar.  






              
               
Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Public Instructions,

Punjab, (Secondary Education),

Punjab, Sector 62, Mohali -160062                                                
    Respondent 
                                                          CC No.  3050   of 2014
Present:
Shri Sunil Kaushik  complainant in person;. 

Shri Inderjit , Deputy Director, (SE) and Smt. Bachan Kaur,

                     Sr. Asstt.o/o D.P.I (SE) Pb., for the respondent.

ORDER:

Shri Sunil Kaushik, complainant vide an RTI application dated 8.9.2014  addressed to PIO o/o Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of School Education, Mini Sectt., Chandigarh,  sought certain information on 3   points pertaining to  the  Govt. Aided Schools.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 29.10.2014. Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into the matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


During the hearing of this case today, it is observed that the requisite information have been supplied by Respondent PIO to the complainant vide Memo No. 1/56-2014 Grant1(5), copy endorsed to the commission vide no. 539, dated 18.12.2014.

It is thus observed that due response/demanded information stands supplied to the complainant by the PIO cum Deputy Director Grants (GAS) o/o D.P.I.(SE) , Punjab, Mohali as per office record., but complainant was raising unreasonable queries and stated that provided information is still in complete 

Thus, in view of the facts that the complainant has approached the Commission under provisions of  Section 18 of RTI Act, 2005 in a complaint case,  his attention is invited to para 31 of  the judgment of  Hon’ble Supreme Court of  India  delivered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787 to 10788  of 2011 (arising out of  SLP © No. 32768 to 32769 of 2010) wherein it has been held as under:-

“The Commissioner while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the said Act has no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information.”


 Thus, no further directions in the matter, being a complaint case can be issued  to the PIO cum Deputy Director Grants (GAD) for providing information to the complainant 


In this view of the matter, complainant, if he so desires may   file First Appeal against the decision of the PIO before the First Appellate Authority cum Director Public Instructions, Punjab (Secondary Education), Vidhya Bhawan, Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.  If, the complainant approaches the First Appellate Authority,   the FAA is directed to decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving opportunity of hearing to all concerned.


The FAA  is further 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 FAA 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 shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information according to the application dated 13.4.14 filed under the RTI Act, 2005 and for ensuring that complete information have been provided to applicant – complainant, first appeal shall be disposed of by passing a speaking order.

If, however, the applicant-complainant still does not feel satisfy with the decision of the F.A.A., he will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005,

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

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.12.2014


   
        State Information Commissioner. 

                                         N STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                         SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Manvir Kaur, DPE,

Govt. High School Bhikhowal,

Distt. Hoshiarpur.                                                                             
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Public Instructions,

(Secondary Education), Punjab, 

Vidhya Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali-160062                                                                                 
    Respondent     
                                                          CC No.  3064   of 2014
Present:
Smt. Manvir Kaur alongwith her husband Shri Lakhwinder Singh in person;

Shri Narinder Singh, Sr. Asstt. o/o DPI (SE) Pb., Mohali for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:


Ms. Manvir Kaur, complainant vide an RTI application dated 24.7.2014  addressed to PIO o/o Director of Public Instructions, (SE) Punjab, Mohali, sought certain information on 6  points relating to verification of her Degree Certificate.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 31.10.2014.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into the matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


During the hearing of this case today, Shri Lakhwinder Singh, appearing on behalf of Smt. Manvir Kaur, DPE, stated that she has not been provided any point-wise information till date though the demanded information is her own.
In view of the submissions made by the applicant – complainant, Ms. Suman Lata, Superintendent, School Admn -3 is directed to appear before the commission, on the next  fixed date with written submissions and record for the perusal of the same by commission,  failing  which further steps including initiation of penalty proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.
Adjourned to 5.1.2015 at 11.00 A.M.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.12.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 
Copy to:

Ms. Suman Lata, 





(Registered)

Superintendent, School Admn -3
o/o Director Public Instructions, 

Punjab (Secondary Education)

Vidhya Bhawan, Sector 62,

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.

-for strict compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.12.2014


   
         State Information Commissioner. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                         SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri     Kuldip Singh,

s/o Shri   Gurinder Singh,

House No. 1085,

Sector 70, S.A.S. Nagar, 

Mohali.   
                                                                                    
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Rural Development & 

Panchayats, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan,

Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali. 

                                                                                                       
    Respondent     
                                                          CC No. 3065    of 2014

Present:
Shri Kuldip Singh, complainant,  in person;

Ms. Avtar Kaur, Sr. Asstt. o/o D.R.D.P. Pb., Mohali and Shri Mohan 

Singh, BDPO Dhar Kalan, Distt. Pathankot for the respondent PIO.
ORDER:

Shri Kuldip Singh , complainant,  vide an RTI application dated 23.9.2013  addressed to the PIO o/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali, sought certain following information :-

“The fate of my application entered in your office vide Diary No. 460 dt. 6.3.2013 on the basis of which DDPO Gurdaspur was asked to furnish the info vide letter 6/15/2013/L-D-2/8172-73 dt. 2.4.13 as DDPO Gsp further asked DDPO Pathankot vide no. 669-70 R.E.A dt. 4.4.13.”


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 31.10.2014. Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into the matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

During the hearing of this case today, it is observed that Dy. Director LD, vide endst.no.  6/15/2013/L-D-2/8172-73 dt. 2.4.13, sought the comments of DDPO Gurdaspur on the application dated 6.3.2013 diarized at Sr. 460 in the o/o D.R.D.P. Punjab. It is also observed that Deputy Director LD vide letter No. 6/15/2013-LD-2/29993, dated 30.9.2013, further sought comments of DDPO Pathankot. However, no comments have been sent by the DDPO Gurdaspur to D.R.D.P. Punjab. 

Shri Mohan Singh, B.D.P.O. Dhar Kalan, stated that he has recently joined and therefore requested for 15 days more time to provide the information to the complainant. 
In view of the request made by the B.D.P.O. Dhar Kalan, the case is adjourned to 15.1.2015 for further hearing. 

Shri Mohan Singh, PIO cum Block Development & Panchayats officer, Dhar Kalan, Distt. Pathankot is therefore directed to appear before the commission on the next fixed date with record and written submissions pertaining to the RTI application filed by the complainant, so that further proceeding in the matter could be taken up accordingly.

To come up on 15.1.2015 at 11.00 A.M.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.12.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 
Copy to:

Shri Mohan Singh, PIO cum                                          (Registered)

Block Development & Panchayats officer,

Dhar Kalan, Distt. Pathankot

-for strict compliance.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.12.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner 



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                         SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Inderjeet Singh, Advocate,

Chamber No. 59, Civil Court Complex,

Abohar, Distt. Fazilka.                                                               
  
Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/O  Director,

Rural Development & Panchayats, 

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali-160062

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No.  3070  of 2014

Present:        Complainant in person.

                     Shri  Amarjit  Singh, Sr. Asstt., Ms. Avtar Kaur , Sr. Asstt.  and Ms. Preet Mohinder Kaur, Jr. Asstt. o/o DRDP, Punjab  for respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Inderjeet Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated   9.9.2014 addressed to  PIO o/o DRDP, Punjab, SAS Nagar,  Mohali  sought certain information on  25 points  pertaining to villages, sub villages  Panchayat lands, trees on  the Panchayat lands, grants received and various other funds received under NREGA  Scheme and for distribution of pensions to the beneficiaries for the year  2008 onwards falling within the jurisdiction of  Block Abohar.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 31.10.14.  Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into the matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


During hearing of this case today, Ms.  Preet Mohinder Kaur, Jr. Asstt. stated that the requisite information has been supplied to the  complainant  by the o/o DRDP, Punjab vide Memo. no. 6/3/2014-Fazilka-S/6356, dated 23.12.14 and  letter no. 24/59/2014/LD-3/16294, dated  24.12.14.


Shri Inderjit Singh, complainant also stated before the Commission that he has received the information running into 600 pages from BDPO, Abohar also and is satisfied with the provided information.


In view of above facts, the case is disposed of/closed. 
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.12.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                         SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Inderjeet Singh, Advocate,

Chamber No. 59, Civil Court Complex,

Abohar, Distt. Fazilka.                                                               
  
Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer cum

Head Incharge, Traffic Police

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Fazilka. 

                                                                                                     
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No.  3071  of 2014

Present:       Complainant in person.
                     ASI  Swaran Singh,     for respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Inderjeet Singh,  complainant vide an RTI application dated 19.9.14  addressed to   PIO cum Chief Incharge, Traffic  Police,  Abohar sought certain information on 8  points  pertaining to to the traffic regulations implemented in the Abohar.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 31.10.14.  Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into the matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


During hearing of this case today, it is observed that  Shri Mukand Singh Malli (PPS),  PIO cum SP (Hqrs,), Distt. Fazilka vide letter no. 1032, dated 12.12.14 has informed the Commission that Shri Inderjit Singh, advocate has personally  requested him to file his complaint case. It is further observed that he has enclosed a letter duly signed by complainant addressed to the SIC requesting to file his complaint case as he has received the demanded information.


In view of above facts, the case is disposed of/closed.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.12.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                         SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Inderjeet Singh, Advocate,

Chamber No. 59, Civil Court Complex,

Abohar, Distt. Fazilka-152116.                                                               
  
Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Tehsil Complex, Abohar,

Distt. Fazilka-152116 

                                                                                                 
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No.  3053   of 2014

Present:        Complainant in person.
                      None  for respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Inderjeet Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated   22.9.14 addressed to  PIO cum SDM, Abohar sought certain information on  7 points pertaining to Daljit Singh s/o  Lakha Singh alias Lakhvinder singh, Caste Jatt Sikh r/o Hall Abad Seeto Road,  adjoining Simco School, Abohar and his wife Kulwinder Kaur.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 31.10.14.  Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into the matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

During hearing of this case today, it is observed that a Communication vide letter no. 347, dated 23.12.14 from the office of SDM, Abohar has been received in this Commission  wherein it has been mentioned that since OTHER cases of the complainant have been fixed on 31.12.14, this case may also be adjourned to that date.  


In view of above, the case is adjourned to 31.12.14 at  11.00 AM.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.12.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                         SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Inderjeet Singh, Advocate,

Chamber No. 59, Civil Court Complex,

Abohar, Distt. Fazilka.                                                               
  
Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Tehsil Complex, Abohar,

Distt. Fazilka. 

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No.  3074   of 2014

Present:         Complainant in person.

                       None    for respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Inderjeet Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated   1.9.14 addressed to PIO cum SDM,  Abohar  sought certain information on  42 points pertaining to Daljit Singh s/o  Lakha  Singh alias Lakhvinder Singh, Caste Jatt Sikh (Mangat) R/o village Alamgarh Hall Abad, Kailash Nagar, Seeto Road, adjoining to Simigo  School,  Abohar.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 31.10.14.  Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into the matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


During hearing of this case today, it is observed that a Communication vide letter no. 347, dated 23.12.14 from the office of SDM, Abohar has been received in this Commission  wherein it has been mentioned that since other  cases of the complainant have been fixed on 31.12.14, this case may also be adjourned to that date.  


In view of above, the case is adjourned to 31.12.14 at  11.00 AM.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.12.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                         SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Inderjeet Singh, Advocate,

Chamber No. 59, Civil Court Complex,

Abohar, Distt. Fazilka.                                                               
  
Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Tehsildar,

Tehsil Complex, Abohar,

Distt. Fazilka. 

                                                                                                     
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No.  3072   of 2014

Present:        Complainant in person.

                      None  for respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Inderjeet Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated   19.8.14 addressed to   PIO cum Tehsildar,  Abohar  sought certain information on  8 points pertaining to Daljit Singh s/o  Lakha  Singh alias Lakhvinder Singh, Caste Jatt Sikh R/o  Hall Abad, Kailash Nagar, Seeto Road, adjoining to Simigo  School,  Abohar.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 31.10.14.   Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into the matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

During hearing of this case today, it is observed that a Communication vide letter no. 348, dated 23.12.14 from the office of  Tehsildar, Abohar has been received in this Commission  wherein it has been mentioned that since other  cases of the complainant have been fixed on 31.12.14, this case may also be adjourned to that date.  


In view of above, the case is adjourned to 31.12.14 at  11.00 AM.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.12.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                         SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Inderjeet Singh, Advocate,

Chamber No. 59, Civil Court Complex,

Abohar, Distt. Fazilka.                                                               
  
Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Tehsildar,

Tehsil  complex, Abohar,

Distt. Fazilka. 

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No.  3073   of 2014

Present:        Complainant in person.
                      None  for respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Inderjeet Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated  29.9.14 addressed to  PIO cum Tehsildar, Abohar  sought certain information on 13  points pertaining to Stamp Vendors in Tehsil, Abohar.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 31.10.14.  Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into the matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


During hearing of this case today, it is observed that a Communication vide letter no. 348, dated 23.12.14 from the office of  Tehsildar, Abohar has been received in this Commission  wherein it has been mentioned that since other  cases of the complainant have been fixed on 31.12.14, this case may also be adjourned to that date.  


In view of above, the case is adjourned to 31.12.14 at  11.00 AM.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.12.2014


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                              STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Palwinder Singh s/o Sh. Lakhbir Singh,

r/o Vill. Karam Patti, Tehsil Malout, 

Distt. Sri Mukatsar Sahib.
                                                                                         

Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Malout, Distt. Sri Mukatsar Sahib.

o/o First Appellate Authority, 


Distt. Development & Panchayats Officer,

Sri Mukatsar Sahib.                                                                                                           

Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 2997  of 2014

Present:    Appellant in person.

                  Shri Lakhvinder Singh,  Panchayat Secretary for respondent.

ORDER:



Shri Palwinder Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated   18.7.14 addressed to PIO  cum BDPO, Malout, Distt. Sri Mukatsar Sahib sought certain information  pertaining to Gram Panchayat  Karam Patti for the period from  January, 2007 to June, 2014.



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 letter dated 22.8.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 29.9.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


  On the last  hearing of this case held on 2.12.14,  Shri Palwinder  Singh, appellant stated that he has not received any information so far.   It was further noted that there is no document on record from where it could be assessed    as to whether the information in this case have been provided by the PIO cum BDPO,  Malout  to the appellant.


It was further noted that what to speak of providing information to the appellant as per the  provisions contained in Section 7 of the Act ibid neither the BDPO,  Malout to whom the RTI Application has been addressed appeared before the Commission nor he deputed any one to attend the Commission on his behalf.

            It was  thus noticed that a total lackadaisical approach  have been adopted by the respondent PIO in providing the complete and correct  information to appellant  despite lapse of period of about 5 months and the information  not been provided to the appellant willfully, intentionally,  and with  any reasonable cause,  till date.      


Therefore, the Commission in the exercise of powers conferred  under the provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005:-

i) Issued a show cause notice  to  the   PIO cum  Block Development   Officer, Malout, Distt. Sri Mukatsar Sahib.to explain in writing in the shape of an affidavit as to why penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to the maximum of Rs. 25,000/- (Rupees Twenty five thousand only) be not imposed upon him for not providing the information willfully, intentionally and with any reasonable cause  till date despite of  filing  an RTI Application on  18.7.14.  

ii) He was also directed to explain as to why the appellant be not suitably compensated under the provisions of  Section 19(8)(b) of the Act ibid for the loss or  other detriment suffered by him in seeking the information.

iii)  He was  also afforded an opportunity of being heard on the next date of hearing, failing to avail the same it  was to  be presumed  that  he has nothing to say and the ex-parte proceedings would be initiated against him.

iv) He was further  directed to provide  point-wise, correct and duly attested information to appellant free of cost,  under registered cover within  10 days from  that day. 

v)He was also directed to attend the Commission,  on the next date of hearing  with one spare set of  provided information.

         The case was  Adjourned to  today.


During hearing of this case today,  Shri   Lakhvinder Singh,  Panchayat Secretary stated that the requisite information has been supplied by the BDPO, Malout to the complainant vide letter no.  1877, dated 18.12.14.  He further stated that Shri Harpreet Singh, IAS  was the BDPO, Malout for a period of one month and later Ms. Baljit Kaur was appointed as BDPO,  who also stayed for a very short period and has now been posted as Secretary, Zila Parishad, Bsathinda and now Ms. Kirandeep Kaur, has joined as BDPO on 23.12.14.    In this way, the incumbents  BDPOs stayed for a very short period  i.e. the reason that some delay has been caused in providing the information to the complainant which is not  willful or intentional in any manner.

In view of the submissions made by  Shri Lakhvinder Singh,  Panchayat Secretary, village  Karam Patti, Block,  Malout, show cause issued to BDPO, Malout is dropped.


Now since complete information to the complainant stands supplied, the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  24.12.2014


             State Information Commissioner. 

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Santokh Singh, s/o Shri Banta Singh

r/o Vill. Rampur Laliyan, Post Office Lambran, 

Tehsil & Distt. Jalandhar.
                                                                                 

Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Jalandhar ( East), Jalandhar.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Jalandhar ( East), Jalandhar                                                                                  

Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 3014 of 2014

Present:   Appellant in person.

                 Shri Desh Raj, Panchayat Secretary with Shri Kulwinder Kumar, Tax Clerk  for respondent.

ORDER:



Shri  Santokh Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated   3.6.14 addressed to PIO  O/o   BDPO, Jalandhar (East)     sought certain information on   4 points pertaining to Gram Panchayat  Rampur  Laliyan, Post Office Lambran, Tehsil & Distt. Jalandhar



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 letter dated  19.8.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 30.9.14   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


On the last hearing of this case held on 2.12.14, Shri Santokh Singh, appellant stated that he has not received any information from the PIO  O/O  BDPO, Jalandhar (East) so far.   It was further noted that there is no document on record from where it could be known   as to whether the information in this case have been provided by the PIO cum BDPO, Jalandhar (East) to the appellant.


It was further noted that what to speak of providing information to the appellant as per the  provisions contained in Section 7 of the Act ibid neither the BDPO, Jalandhar to whom the RTI Application has been addressed appeared before the Commission nor he deputed any one to attend the Commission on his behalf.

            It was  thus noticed that a total lackadaisical approach  had been adopted by the respondent PIO in providing the complete and correct  information to appellant  despite lapse of period of about 6 months and the information had  not been provided to the appellant willfully, intentionally,  and with  any reasonable cause,  till that date.      


Therefore, the Commission in the exercise of powers conferred  under the provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005:-

i) Issued a show cause notice  to  Shri Manoj Dhand,  PIO cum  Block Development   Officer, Jalandhar (East) to explain in writing in the shape of an affidavit as to why penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to the maximum of Rs. 25,000/- (Rupees Twenty five thousand only) be not imposed upon him for not providing the information willfully, intentionally and with any reasonable cause  till date despite of  filing  an RTI Application on  3.6.14.  

ii) He was also directed to explain as to why the appellant be not suitably compensated under the provisions of  Section 19(8)(b) of the Act ibid for the loss or  other detriment suffered by him in seeking the information.

iii)  He was  also afforded an opportunity of being heard on the next date of hearing, failing to avail the same it  was to be presumed  that  he has nothing to say and the ex-parte proceedings would be initiated against them.

iv) He was further  directed to provide  point-wise, correct and duly attested information to appellant free of cost,  under registered cover within  10 days from  that day. 

v)He was also directed to attend the Commission,  on the next date of hearing  with one spare set of  provided information.

        The case was adjourned to   today.

During hearing of this case today, it is observed that requisite information has been provided by the BDPO,  Jalandhar (East) vide letter no. 2551, dated 4.12.14.   It is further noted that the information thus has been provided by the BDPO  after a lapse of  6 months  and that is also after issuance of show cause notice to him.


It is further noted that BDPO,  Jalandhar (East) did not attend the Commission despite issuance of notice. Therefore, the Commission in exercise of powers conferred on it under the provisions of  Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 imposes a penalty of  Rs. 10,000/- (Rs. Ten  thousand only) upon  Shri Manoj Dhand,  PIO cum  Block Development   Officer, Jalandhar (East).

            DDPO,  Jalandhar  is therefore, directed to ensure that this amount of penalty is deducted  from the salary of Shri Manoj Dhand,  PIO cum  Block Development   Officer, Jalandhar (East) and  deposited  in the State Treasury under the relevant Head i.e. “Major Head-0070-Other Administrative Services-60 Other Services – 800 –Other receipts -86 Fee under the Right to Information Acrt,2005 (Penalty)” and to present a receipt of the challan on the next date of hearing in the Commission.  DDPO,  Jalandhar  shall also certify that amount of penalty has been deducted from salary of  Shri Manoj Dhand,  PIO cum  Block Development  and Panchayat  Officer, Jalandhar (East).`    
         Adjourned  to  15.1.2015 at  11.00 AM.
 Chandigarh.





(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  24.12.2014


   
 State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

              Distt. Dev. & Panchayat Officer             (REGISTERED)

               Jalandhar.      (BY NAME).

     Shri Manoj Dhand

               Public Information Officer cum                (REGISTERED)

               Block Development & Panchayat Officer 
               Jalandhar (East).

              For necessary compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:     24 .12.2014


       State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amandeep,

# 110, Ward No. 12,

Babu Parmanand Nagar,

College, Road, Gurdaspur-14521.                                                                    
Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions, Punjab,

(Secondary Education), PSEB Complex,

Sector  62, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Director Public Instructions, Punjab,

(Secondary Education), PSEB Complex,

Sector  62, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali                                                             
Respondent  

                                                     AC No. 3016   of 2014

 Present:
Appellant in person.


Ms. Shakuntala, Estt. Officer o/o DPI (SE) Pb Mohali

ORDER:



Shri Amandeep Singh  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 15.4.2014, addressed to PIO,  o/o DPI (SE) Pb Mohali sought certain information pertaining to the transfer orders of Shri Pardeep Kumar Clerk o/o DEO(SE) Fatehgarh Sahib, Shri Chander Parkash, Clerk, G.H.S.Haripur, (Ropar)  and Shri Ravi Bhushan, Clerk o/o Circle Education Office, Jalandhar. 



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 letter dated 19.5.2014, under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 30.9.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


On the last hearing of this case held on 2. 12.14, Ms. Nisha Rani, Sr. Asstt., appearing for the respondent PIO stated that that the requisite information pertaining to Shri Pardeep Kumar Clerk o/o DEO(SE) Fatehgarh Sahib, Shri Chander Parkash, Clerk, G.H.S.Haripur, (Ropar)  has been sent to the appellant vide  memo  no. 7/119-14 S1(3) dated 1.12.2014, under registered cover, and the  file of Shri Ravi Bhushan Clerk, since not available in the office record, information could not be sent to the appellant.  

Accordingly, Smt. Shakuntala Rani, Estt. Officer holding an additional charge of Registrar was directed to send the remaining information to the appellant within a period of 10 days from that day. She was further directed to appear before the commission on the next date of hearing with one  set of provided information to the appellant for its perusal and record and the case was adjourned to today.


During hearing of this case today,  Smt. Shakuntala Rani, Estt. Officer o/o DPI (SE), Punjab requested for an adjournment to some more days as the file still was not traceable on which  transfer orders of  Shri Ravi Bhushan, Clerk o/o CEO, Jalandhar have been effected.  

Acceding to her request, Shri Madan Lal,  PIO-cum-Registrar o/o DPI (SE), Punjab is directed to provide remaining information sought by the appellant under registered cover within a period of 7 days.  


Shri Sadhu Singh Randhawa, Director (Admn.) and Shri Rattan Singh, Supdt. (Estt.)  are also directed to assist  Shri Madan Lal, PIO in providing the information.   Both will be treated as PIOs under the provisions of  Section 5(1)(4) of the RTI Act for the purpose.

It is made clear that failing to provide information shall attract penalty  provisions of  Section 20(1) of the RTI Act against all the PIOs.   


All the above mentioned three officers  will appear before the Commission on the next  fixed date with a copy of the supplied information.


Adjourned to 15.1.2015 at  11.00 AM.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:24.12.2014



     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

            Shri Madan Lal, PIO cum-


Registrar, O/o Director,


Public Instructions, Punjab,

(Secondary Education), PSEB Complex,


Sector  62, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.

……..CONTD

Shri Sadhu Singh Randhawa, Director (Admn.)

          O/o Director, Public Instructions, Punjab,

(Secondary Education), PSEB Complex,

Sector  62, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.
Shri Rattan Singh, Supdt. (Estt.) 

         O/o Director, Public Instructions, Punjab,

(Secondary Education), PSEB Complex,

Sector  62, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali

            For  necessary  compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:24.12.2014
                                     State Information Commissioner
               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Aggarwal 

s/o Late Sh. Kewal Krishan,

RTI Activists, Gali Vaid Tirath Ram,

Opp. Civil Hospital, Moga-142001.                                                Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Federated Senior Citizen Council,

(Retd. Govt. Employees)

Red Cross Day Care Centre,

 Administrative Complex,

G.T.Road, Moga.

First Appellate Authority , 

O/o  Deputy Commissioner,

 Moga.                                                                                            Respondent    

                                                      AC No. 2374   of 2014

Present:  

Appellant in person.

Shri Gurdeep Singh , Advocate, counsel  for the Federated Sr. Citizen Council, Moga..

ORDER:



Shri Yogesh Aggarwal,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated  7.11.2012, addressed to PIO, O/o Federated Senior Citizen Council, (Retd. Govt. Employees) Red Cross Day Care Centre,  Administrative Complex, G.T.Road, Moga. sought certain information on 4  points  for the period from  the date of start and till reply date as follows:-

i) Detailed membership list till date of reply;

ii) Copy of accounts , till date of reply;

iii) Copies of Saturday & 15th each month attendance register alongwith proceedings; 

iv) Copies of quarterly statements deposited with registrar of Co-op Society under law;


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 cum ADC, Moga, vide letter dated 16.11.2012  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  24.7.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During hearing of this case i.e. on 30.9.14, Shri Gurdip Singh, Advocate, appearing on behalf  of PIO O/o Federated Senior Citizen Council, Moga stated that since he has been authorized by the respondent only on that day to attend the commission on his behalf, certain more time may be given to file written submission before the commission. It was further noted that no one attended the commission on that date  on behalf of First Appellate Authority cum Additional Deputy Commissioner, Moga.   He was therefore directed to depute the APIO  o/o Deputy Commissioner to attend the commission on the next date of hearing with written submissions on his behalf with reference to the RTI application dated 4.11.2012, filed by the appellant. The appellant was also directed to appear before the commission on the next fixed date either personally or to depute his authorized representative for defending the matter, failing which the case was to  be heard and decided in his absence and the case was adjourned to 27.10.2014  and further postponed to today.


 During hearing of this case  on 3.11.14,  Shri Gurdeep Singh , Advocate  appearing on behalf of  Federated Senior Citizen Council, Moga filed written submissions stating therein that  this Council  has been formed by the retired employees.   It has further been mentioned that this Council  is not receiving any aid from the Govt. and is being run by the collection done by the retired employees.   The Respondent – Council is purely self driven oriented NGO and private body getting no financial help from the Govt. and therefore does not come under the purview of  RTI Act.   He also handed over a copy of written submissions to the   appellant.   The appellant  was also directed to  file his rejoinder/written submissions as to how this Federation is covered under Section 2(h) of the Act ibid and is liable to provided information to him.


Additional Deputy Commissioner (General) o/o D.C. Moga was also directed to appear personally on the next fixed date with his written submissions, as he had failed to decide First appeal filed by appellant and has also not complied with Commission’s order dated 30.9.14.  It was also made clear that failing to do so the Commission would  be  constrained to take up matter against 
him,   with Deptt. of  Personnel, Govt. of  Punjab and the case was adjourned to  2.12.14 for hearing.

During  hearing  held on 2.12.14, Shri  Yogesh Aggarwal, appellant filed written submissions  vide letter dated 2.12.14 which was taken on record.   He further stated that he will provided certain more documents on the next date of hearing.


In view of the oral submissions made by the appellant, he was directed to file written submissions alongwith  the supported documents in support of his contention justifying that the Respondent  - PIO o/o Federated Sr. Citizen Council,(Retd. Govt. Employees),  Moga  is public authority and is covered under the provisions of  Section 2(h) of the RTI Act and amenable to provide information to him.


The Respondent - Federated Senior Citizen Council, (Retd. Govt. Employees), Moga through its Counsel, Shri Gurdeep Singh was also directed to file additional documents in support of their contentions, if any and the case was adjourned to  24.12.14 for  hearing.


During hearing of this case today, it is observed that ADC,  Moga vide letter no. 759, dated  26.11.14 directed the PIO  o/o DC, Moga (Federation Sr. Citizens Council)  to appear before the Commission personally.   However, none put in appearance.   It is further noted that though the appellant filed 1st appeal with the First Appellate Authority cum ADC, Moga vide letter dated 16.11.12.  However, the same has not been decided by him till date. 

 As such attention of Shri Ravinder Singh Sandhu, First Appellate Authority cum ADC (General),  Moga is invited to the judgment of  Hon’ble Supreme Court of India  in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787 to 10788 of 2011 dated 12.12.2011,(Arising out of SLP © No. 32768 to 32769 of 2010) wherein in Para no.26, 29, 35, 36, has clearly defined  as under:-

“[Para 26] 

F. Right of Appeal against an order – A right of appeal is always a creature of statute – A right of appeal is a right of entering a superior forum for invoking its aid and interposition to correct errors of the inferior forum – It is a very valuable right – Therefore, when the statute confers such a right of appeal that must be exercised by a person who is aggrieved by reason of refusal to be furnished with the information.

[Para 29]

H. Interpretation by Statutes – Where statute provides for something to be done in a particular manner. It can be done in that manner alone and all other modes of performance are necessarily forbidden. 1876 (1) Ch. D.426 : AIR 1936 PC 253 (1) : AIR 1964 SC 358, relied.

[Para 35]

I.Interpretation of Statutes – No statute should be interpreted in such a manner as to render a part of it redundant or surplusage.

[Para 36]

J. Enactment of statute by Legislature - Interpretation of statute –Legislature does not  waste words or say anything in vain or for no purpose – Thus a construction which leads to redundancy of a position of the statute cannot be accepted in the absence of compelling reason.” 

In view of above noted facts, the first appellate authority cannot escape from his statutory duty. Of deciding the 1st appeal filed before him as envisaged under section 19(1)(6) of RTI Act.  

In this case, since Shri Ravinder Singh Sandhu, First Appellate Authority cum ADC (G), Moga has not decided the 1st appeal of the appellant filed before him on 16.11.12, the case is remitted back to First Appellate Authority cum ADC (G) Moga with the direction to decide the 1st appeal filed before him in accordance with the provisions of  RTI Act and within prescribed time limit after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned i.e. PIO and the appellant.


The FAA  is further 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 FAA 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 shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information according to the application dated  7.11.12 filed under the RTI Act, 2005 and after satisfying himself that  complete information has been supplied, 1st appeal filed before the 1st Appellate Authority thus be disposed of  by passing a speaking order.

If, however, the appellant still does not feel satisfy with the decision of the F.A.A., he will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005,


To avoid any inconvenience to Shri Yogesh Aggarwal, appellant, he is further directed to appear before Shri Ravinder Singh Sandhu, ADC (G) cum FAA, Moga on 20.1.2015 at 11.00 AM in his office.

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

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.12.2014


   
State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

Shri Ravinder Singh Sandhu,            (REGISTERED)
 First Appellate Authority cum 

Addl. Deputy Commissioner,  Moga.
Shri Yogesh Aggarwal                           (REGISTERED)

s/o Late Sh. Kewal Krishan,

RTI Activists, Gali Vaid Tirath Ram,

Opp. Civil Hospital, Moga-142001
For necessary  action.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 24.12.2014


   
       State Information Commissioner. 

