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Raj Kumar

S/o Sh. Lacchman Dass,

H. No. 238, 

Basant Avenue, Dugri Road,

Ludhiana (Punjab)




    

    
 ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The D. M.,

MARKFED,

Ludhiana (Punjab)






  
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  2026  of 2015
Present :
Sh. Raj Kumar, the complainant, in person.

None on behalf of the respondent.


ORDER 

Heard via Video Conference.

The RTI application is dated 13.02.2015. The complaint appeal with the 
Commission is dated  04.08.2015.

The respondent PIO through a  reply vide letter no. 3782 dated 22.12.2015, which 

has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 32039 dated 23.12.2015, has requested that this case be personally heard by the Commission at Chandigarh. It is taken on record.

The complainant, Sh. Raj Kumar, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

states that he has received the requisite information and is satisfied with the same. He also asks for filing of his case.

Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  

(Chander Parkash)
23rd December, 2015
  

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
  SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Raj Kumar S/o Sh. Lacchman Dass,

H. No. 238, Basant Avenue, 
Dugri Road, Ludhiana (Punjab)


    

    
 ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The D. M.,

MARKFED,

Ludhiana (Punjab)






  
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  2027  of 2015
Present :
Sh. Raj Kumar, the complainant, in person.

None on behalf of the respondent.


ORDER 

Heard via Video Conference.

The RTI application is dated 09.02.2015. The complaint appeal with the 
Commission is dated 04.08.2015.

The respondent PIO through a  reply vide letter no. 3782 dated 22.12.2015, which 

has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 32039 dated 23.12.2015, has requested that this case be personally heard by the Commission at Chandigarh. It is taken on record.

The complainant, Sh. Raj Kumar, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 
states that no information has been supplied to him by the respondent PIO so far.

After examining the documents placed on record, I found that the applicant has not 

exhausted the channel of approaching First Appellate Authority under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 


Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority, who is Sh. Inder 

Mohan Singh, Additional Managing Director (Plants) office of MARKFED, Head Office Chandigarh with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidence, documents placed on record/submitted by the parties concerned and subsequent pass a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority, who will treat it as first appeal.
If the complainant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, 

he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  

(Chander Parkash)
23rd December, 2015
  

               State Information Commissioner


Sh. Inder Mohan Singh, 

(Regd. Post)


Additional Managing Director (Plants)-cum-

First Appellate Authority, 


office of MARKFED, Sector 35 - D,
Encl :


Head Office, Chandigarh

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
  SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Raj Kumar S/o Sh. Lacchman Dass,

H. No. 238, Basant Avenue, 

Dugri Road, Ludhiana (Punjab)


    

    
 ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The D. M.,

MARKFED,

Ludhiana (Punjab)






  
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  2028  of 2015
Present :
Sh. Raj Kumar, the complainant, in person.

None on behalf of the respondent.


ORDER 

Heard via Video Conference.

           The RTI application is dated 11.02.2015. The complaint appeal with the Commission is dated 04.08.2015.

The respondent PIO through a  reply vide letter no. 3782 dated 22.12.2015, which 

has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 32039 dated 23.12.2015, has requested that this case be personally heard by the Commission at Chandigarh. It is taken on record.

The complainant, Sh. Raj Kumar, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

states that no information has been supplied to him by the respondent PIO so far.

After examining the documents placed on record, I found that the applicant has not 

exhausted the channel of approaching First Appellate Authority under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 


Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority, who is Sh. Inder 

Mohan Singh, Additional Managing Director (Plants) office of MARKFED, Head Office Chandigarh with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidence, documents placed on record/submitted by the parties concerned and subsequent pass a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority, who will treat it as first appeal.
If the complainant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, 

he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  

(Chander Parkash)
23rd December, 2015
  

               State Information Commissioner


Sh. Inder Mohan Singh, 

(Regd. Post)


Additional Managing Director (Plants)-cum-

First Appellate Authority, 


office of MARKFED, Sector 35 - D,

Encl :



Head Office, Chandigarh

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
  SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Raj Kumar S/o Sh. Lacchman Dass,

H. No. 238, Basant Avenue, 

Dugri Road, Ludhiana (Punjab)


    

    
 ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The D. M.,

MARKFED,

Ludhiana (Punjab)






  
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  2029  of 2015
Present :
Sh. Raj Kumar, the complainant, in person.

None on behalf of the respondent.


ORDER 

Heard via Video Conference.

           The RTI application is dated 06.10.2014. The complaint appeal with the Commission is dated 04.08.2015.

The respondent PIO through a  reply vide letter no. 3782 dated 22.12.2015, which 

has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 32039 dated 23.12.2015, has requested that this case be personally heard by the Commission at Chandigarh. It is taken on record.

The complainant, Sh. Raj Kumar, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

states that no information has been supplied to him by the respondent PIO so far.

After examining the documents placed on record, I found that the applicant has not 

exhausted the channel of approaching First Appellate Authority under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 


Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority, who is Sh. Inder 

Mohan Singh, Additional Managing Director (Plants) office of MARKFED, Head Office Chandigarh with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidence, documents placed on record/submitted by the parties concerned and subsequent pass a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority, who will treat it as first appeal.
If the complainant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, 

he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  

(Chander Parkash)
23rd December, 2015
  

               State Information Commissioner


Sh. Inder Mohan Singh, 

(Regd. Post)


Additional Managing Director (Plants)-cum-

First Appellate Authority, 


office of MARKFED, Sector 35 - D,

Encl :



Head Office, Chandigarh

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
  SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Raj Kumar S/o Sh. Lacchman Dass,

H. No. 238, Basant Avenue, 

Dugri Road, Ludhiana (Punjab)


    

    
 ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The D. M.,

MARKFED,

Ludhiana (Punjab)






  
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  2053  of 2015
Present :
Sh. Raj Kumar, the complainant, in person.

None on behalf of the respondent.


ORDER 

Heard via Video Conference.

           The RTI application is dated 10.10.2014. The complaint appeal with the Commission is dated 04.08.2015.

The respondent PIO through a  reply vide letter no. 3782 dated 22.12.2015, which 

has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 32039 dated 23.12.2015, has requested that this case be personally heard by the Commission at Chandigarh. It is taken on record.

The complainant, Sh. Raj Kumar, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

states that no information has been supplied to him by the respondent PIO so far.

After examining the documents placed on record, I found that the applicant has not 

exhausted the channel of approaching First Appellate Authority under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 


Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority, who is Sh. Inder 

Mohan Singh, Additional Managing Director (Plants) office of MARKFED, Head Office Chandigarh with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidence, documents placed on record/submitted by the parties concerned and subsequent pass a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority, who will treat it as first appeal.
If the complainant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, 

he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  

(Chander Parkash)
23rd December, 2015
  

               State Information Commissioner


Sh. Inder Mohan Singh, 

(Regd. Post)


Additional Managing Director (Plants)-cum-

First Appellate Authority, 


office of MARKFED, Sector 35 - D,

Encl :



Head Office, Chandigarh

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
  SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Raj Kumar S/o Sh. Lacchman Dass,

H. No. 238, Basant Avenue, 

Dugri Road, Ludhiana (Punjab)


    

    
 ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The D. M.,

MARKFED,

Ludhiana (Punjab)






  
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  2227  of 2015
Present :
Sh. Raj Kumar, the complainant, in person.

None on behalf of the respondent.


ORDER 

Heard via Video Conference.

           The RTI application is dated 03.08.2015. The complaint appeal with the Commission is dated 15.09.2015.

The respondent PIO through a  reply vide letter no. 3782 dated 22.12.2015, which 

has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 32039 dated 23.12.2015, has requested that this case be personally heard by the Commission at Chandigarh. It is taken on record.

The complainant, Sh. Raj Kumar, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

states that no information has been supplied to him by the respondent PIO so far.

After examining the documents placed on record, I found that the applicant has not 

exhausted the channel of approaching First Appellate Authority under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 


Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority, who is Sh. Inder 

Mohan Singh, Additional Managing Director (Plants) office of MARKFED, Head Office Chandigarh with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidence, documents placed on record/submitted by the parties concerned and subsequent pass a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority, who will treat it as first appeal.
If the complainant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, 

he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  

(Chander Parkash)
23rd December, 2015
  

               State Information Commissioner


Sh. Inder Mohan Singh, 

(Regd. Post)


Additional Managing Director (Plants)-cum-

First Appellate Authority, 


office of MARKFED, Sector 35 - D,

Encl :



Head Office, Chandigarh

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
  SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Raj Kumar S/o Sh. Lacchman Dass,

H. No. 238, Basant Avenue, 

Dugri Road, Ludhiana (Punjab)


    

    
 ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The D. M.,

MARKFED,

Ludhiana (Punjab)






  
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  2228  of 2015
Present :
Sh. Raj Kumar, the complainant, in person.

None on behalf of the respondent.


ORDER 

Heard via Video Conference.

           The RTI application is dated 04.08.2015. The complaint appeal with the Commission is dated 15.09.2015.

The respondent PIO through a  reply vide letter no. 3782 dated 22.12.2015, which 

has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 32039 dated 23.12.2015, has requested that this case be personally heard by the Commission at Chandigarh. It is taken on record.

The complainant, Sh. Raj Kumar, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

states that no information has been supplied to him by the respondent PIO so far.

After examining the documents placed on record, I found that the applicant has not 

exhausted the channel of approaching First Appellate Authority under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 


Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority, who is Sh. Inder 

Mohan Singh, Additional Managing Director (Plants) office of MARKFED, Head Office Chandigarh with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidence, documents placed on record/submitted by the parties concerned and subsequent pass a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority, who will treat it as first appeal.
If the complainant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, 

he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  

(Chander Parkash)
23rd December, 2015
  

               State Information Commissioner


Sh. Inder Mohan Singh, 

(Regd. Post)


Additional Managing Director (Plants)-cum-

First Appellate Authority, 


office of MARKFED, Sector 35 - D,

Encl :



Head Office, Chandigarh

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
  SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Raj Kumar S/o Sh. Lacchman Dass,

H. No. 238, Basant Avenue, 

Dugri Road, Ludhiana (Punjab)


    

    
 ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The D. M.,

MARKFED,

Ludhiana (Punjab)






  
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  2229  of 2015
Present :
Sh. Raj Kumar, the complainant, in person.

None on behalf of the respondent.


ORDER 

Heard via Video Conference.

           The RTI application is dated 04.08.2015. The complaint appeal with the Commission is dated 15.09.2015.

The respondent PIO through a  reply vide letter no. 3782 dated 22.12.2015, which 

has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 32039 dated 23.12.2015, has requested that this case be personally heard by the Commission at Chandigarh. It is taken on record.

The complainant, Sh. Raj Kumar, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

states that no information has been supplied to him by the respondent PIO so far.

After examining the documents placed on record, I found that the applicant has not 

exhausted the channel of approaching First Appellate Authority under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 


Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority, who is Sh. Inder 

Mohan Singh, Additional Managing Director (Plants) office of MARKFED, Head Office Chandigarh with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidence, documents placed on record/submitted by the parties concerned and subsequent pass a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority, who will treat it as first appeal.
If the complainant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, 

he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  

(Chander Parkash)
23rd December, 2015
  

               State Information Commissioner


Sh. Inder Mohan Singh, 

(Regd. Post)


Additional Managing Director (Plants)-cum-

First Appellate Authority, 


office of MARKFED, Sector 35 - D,

Encl :


Head Office, Chandigarh

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
  SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Raj Kumar S/o Sh. Lacchman Dass,

H. No. 238, Basant Avenue, 

Dugri Road, Ludhiana (Punjab)


    

    
 ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The D. M.,

MARKFED,

Ludhiana (Punjab)






  
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  2245  of 2015
Present :
Sh. Raj Kumar, the complainant, in person.

None on behalf of the respondent.


ORDER 

Heard via Video Conference.

           The RTI application is dated 25.03.2015. The complaint appeal with the Commission is dated 15.09.2015.

The respondent PIO through a  reply vide letter no. 3782 dated 22.12.2015, which 

has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 32039 dated 23.12.2015, has requested that this case be personally heard by the Commission at Chandigarh. It is taken on record.

The complainant, Sh. Raj Kumar, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

states that no information has been supplied to him by the respondent PIO so far.

After examining the documents placed on record, I found that the applicant has not 

exhausted the channel of approaching First Appellate Authority under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 


Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority, who is Sh. Inder 

Mohan Singh, Additional Managing Director (Plants) office of MARKFED, Head Office Chandigarh with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidence, documents placed on record/submitted by the parties concerned and subsequent pass a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority, who will treat it as first appeal.
If the complainant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, 

he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  

(Chander Parkash)
23rd December, 2015
  

               State Information Commissioner


Sh. Inder Mohan Singh, 

(Regd. Post)


Additional Managing Director (Plants)-cum-

First Appellate Authority, 


office of MARKFED, Sector 35 - D,

Encl :


Head Office, Chandigarh

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
  SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Raj Kumar S/o Sh. Lacchman Dass,

H. No. 238, Basant Avenue, 

Dugri Road, Ludhiana (Punjab)


    

    
 ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The D. M.,

MARKFED,

Ludhiana (Punjab)






  
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  2343  of 2015
Present :
Sh. Raj Kumar, the complainant, in person.

None on behalf of the respondent.


ORDER 

Heard via Video Conference.

           The RTI application is dated 23.06.2014. The complaint appeal with the Commission is dated 15.09.2015.

The respondent PIO through a  reply vide letter no. 3782 dated 22.12.2015, which 

has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 32039 dated 23.12.2015, has requested that this case be personally heard by the Commission at Chandigarh. It is taken on record.

The complainant, Sh. Raj Kumar, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

states that no information has been supplied to him by the respondent PIO so far.

After examining the documents placed on record, I found that the applicant has not 

exhausted the channel of approaching First Appellate Authority under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 


Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority, who is Sh. Inder 

Mohan Singh, Additional Managing Director (Plants) office of MARKFED, Head Office Chandigarh with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidence, documents placed on record/submitted by the parties concerned and subsequent pass a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority, who will treat it as first appeal.
If the complainant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, 

he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  

(Chander Parkash)
23rd December, 2015
  

               State Information Commissioner


Sh. Inder Mohan Singh, 

(Regd. Post)


Additional Managing Director (Plants)-cum-

First Appellate Authority, 


office of MARKFED, Sector 35 - D,

Encl :


Head Office, Chandigarh

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
  SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ms. Amrit Kaur W/o Late Sh. Jagjit Singh,

Plot No. 6 – 7 H, Industrial Area,
Near Cheema Chowk, Ludhiana (Punjab)

    

    
 ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The D. M.,

MARKFED,

Ludhiana (Punjab)






  
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  2030  of 2015
Present :
Sh. Raj Kumar on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent.


ORDER 

Heard via Video Conference.

           The RTI application is dated 06.05.2015. The complaint appeal with the Commission is dated 27.08.2015.

The respondent PIO through a  reply vide letter no. 3782 dated 22.12.2015, which 

has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 32039 dated 23.12.2015, has requested that this case be personally heard by the Commission at Chandigarh. It is taken on record.

Sh. Raj Kumar, who appeared on behalf of the complainant, Ms. Amrit Kaur in 
today’s hearing, states that no information has been supplied to her by the respondent PIO so far.

After examining the documents placed on record, I found that the applicant has not 

exhausted the channel of approaching First Appellate Authority under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 


Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority, who is Sh. Inder 

Mohan Singh, Additional Managing Director (Plants) office of MARKFED, Head Office Chandigarh with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidence, documents placed on record/submitted by the parties concerned and subsequent pass a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority, who will treat it as first appeal.
If the complainant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, 

she is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  

(Chander Parkash)
23rd December, 2015
  

               State Information Commissioner


Sh. Inder Mohan Singh, 

(Regd. Post)


Additional Managing Director (Plants)-cum-

First Appellate Authority, 


office of MARKFED, Sector 35 - D,

Encl :


Head Office, Chandigarh

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
  SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ms. Amrit Kaur W/o Late Sh. Jagjit Singh,

Plot No. 6 – 7 H, Industrial Area,

Near Cheema Chowk, Ludhiana (Punjab)

    

    
 ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The D. M.,

MARKFED,

Ludhiana (Punjab)






  
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  2031  of 2015
Present :
Sh. Raj Kumar on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent.


ORDER 

Heard via Video Conference.

           The RTI application is dated 08.04.2015. The complaint appeal with the Commission is dated 27.08.2015.

The respondent PIO through a  reply vide letter no. 3782 dated 22.12.2015, which 

has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 32039 dated 23.12.2015, has requested that this case be personally heard by the Commission at Chandigarh. It is taken on record.

Sh. Raj Kumar, who appeared on behalf of the complainant, Ms. Amrit Kaur in 
today’s hearing, states that no information has been supplied to her by the respondent PIO so far.

After examining the documents placed on record, I found that the applicant has not 

exhausted the channel of approaching First Appellate Authority under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 


Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority, who is Sh. Inder 

Mohan Singh, Additional Managing Director (Plants) office of MARKFED, Head Office Chandigarh with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidence, documents placed on record/submitted by the parties concerned and subsequent pass a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority, who will treat it as first appeal.
If the complainant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, 

she is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  

(Chander Parkash)
23rd December, 2015
  

               State Information Commissioner


Sh. Inder Mohan Singh, 

(Regd. Post)


Additional Managing Director (Plants)-cum-

First Appellate Authority, 


office of MARKFED, Sector 35 - D,

Encl :


Head Office, Chandigarh

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
  SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ms. Amrit Kaur W/o Late Sh. Jagjit Singh,

Plot No. 6 – 7 H, Industrial Area,

Near Cheema Chowk, Ludhiana (Punjab)

    

    
 ..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The D. M.,

MARKFED,

Ludhiana (Punjab)






  
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  2032  of 2015
Present :
Sh. Raj Kumar on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent.


ORDER 

Heard via Video Conference.

           The RTI application is dated 03.062015. The complaint appeal with the Commission is dated 14.08.2015.

The respondent PIO through a  reply vide letter no. 3782 dated 22.12.2015, which 

has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 32039 dated 23.12.2015, has requested that this case be personally heard by the Commission at Chandigarh. It is taken on record.

Sh. Raj Kumar, who appeared on behalf of the complainant, Ms. Amrit Kaur in 
today’s hearing, states that no information has been supplied to her by the respondent PIO so far.

After examining the documents placed on record, I found that the applicant has not 

exhausted the channel of approaching First Appellate Authority under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 


Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority, who is Sh. Inder 

Mohan Singh, Additional Managing Director (Plants) office of MARKFED, Head Office Chandigarh with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidence, documents placed on record/submitted by the parties concerned and subsequent pass a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority, who will treat it as first appeal.
If the complainant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, 

she is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  

(Chander Parkash)
23rd December, 2015
  

               State Information Commissioner


Sh. Inder Mohan Singh, 

(Regd. Post)


Additional Managing Director (Plants)-cum-

First Appellate Authority, 


office of MARKFED, Sector 35 - D,

Encl :


Head Office, Chandigarh
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Manjit Khan S/o Sh.  Jumma Khan

C/o Chamber No. 710,

District Courts,

Ludhiana (Punjab)








..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The S. D. O.,

Pb. State Power Corp. ltd.,

Sahnewal, Distt. – Ludhiana (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The S. E.,

Pb. State Power Corp. ltd.,

Ludhiana (Punjab)
  


    
       
   
     

…Respondent



      Appeal  Case No.  3090/Now 3127 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Naazar Singh on behalf of the appellant.

Sh. Gurpreet Singh, Addl. S. E.(Estate Division), Giaspura, on behalf of the respondent.


ORDER 

Heard via Video Conference.

The RTI application is dated 18.05.2015. First appeal is dated 20.06.2015. Second 
appeal with the Commission is dated 23.09.2015.

Sh. Naazar Singh, appeared on behalf of the appellant, Sh. Manjit Khan in today’s 
hearing.

Sh. Gurpreet Singh, Addl. S. E.(Estate Division), Giaspura, who appeared on behalf 
of the respondent in today’s hearing, states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Manjit Khan. He also hands over a copy of the same to Sh. Naazar Singh (representative of the appellant) during the hearing. 
Sh. Naazar Singh expresses his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to 

him by the respondent PIO.

I have gone over the queries raised by the appellant, Sh. Manjit Khan in his RTI 

request and consider the oral submission, given by the respondent PIO concerned, I found it satisfactory.



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

If the applicant is not satisfied with the information supplied by the respondent 

and the information/record sought for by him is voluminous, he is advised to file a fresh RTI request to the concerned respondent PIO to inspect the official record, identify the information and to take certified copies of the same.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  

(Chander Parkash)
23rd December, 2015
  

               State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
    SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Charan Singh

S/o Sh. Ginder Singh,

Village – Kaounke Kalan,

Tehsil – Jagraon,

Distt. - Ludhiana (Punjab)







..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Engineer,

Pb. State Power Corp. ltd.,

Sub Urban –Sidhwan Bet Road,

Jagraon, Distt. – Ludhiana (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The S. E.,

Pb. State Power Corp. ltd.,

Ludhiana (Punjab)
  


    
       
   
     

…Respondent



  
       Appeal  Case No.  3317 of 2015
Present :
Sh. Charan Singh, the appellant, in person.

Sh. Ram Gopal, S. D. O., on behalf of the respondent.


ORDER 

Heard via Video Conference.

The RTI application is dated 15.06.2015. First appeal is dated 25.08.2015. Second 
appeal with the Commission is dated 07.10.2015.

The appellant, Sh. Charan Singh, appeared in person in today’s hearing.

Sh. Ram Gopal, S. D. O., who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 
hearing, states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Charan Singh. He also hands over a reply to the appellant, during the hearing.
I have gone over the queries raised by the appellant, Sh. Charan Singh, in his 

RTI request and consider the oral submission, given by the respondent PIO concerned, I found it satisfactory.



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

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  

(Chander Parkash)
23rd December, 2015
  

               State Information Commissioner
