STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bharat Bhushan, 796/2,

Gaushala Road, Chowk, Gaughat,

Ludhiana-141008.





      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.



    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No.  965    of 2013

Present:-
Shri Bharat Bhushan, appellant.



Shri Jasdev Singh Sekhon, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that they have already furnished the information vide No.486/APIO/Zone-A dated 31.1.2013.  It is further submitted that the information-seeker has not intimated the property number and in the absence of the same, there are some deficiencies in the information, can only be removed if the property number is indicated as the record is maintained according to property numbers.  The respondent undertakes to furnish the information, in case the property number is supplied.

2.

The appellant may, therefore, furnish the property number in respect of which he is seeking the balance information and the respondent shall thereafter furnish the same as per the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  With this direction,   the appeal case is closed.
( R.I. Singh)

August 2, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jai Raj Singh, Advocate,

Chamber No.725, Judicial Court Complex,

Ludhiana.







      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Executive Engineer, 

Public Works Department ( B & R),

Ludhiana.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.  1631  of 2013

Present:-
Shri Jai Raj Singh complainant.

Shri Satya Pal Singh, Senior Divisional Accounts Officer on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant requests for an adjournment, which is allowed.
2.

This case will be heard further on 22.08.2013 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.

( R.I. Singh)

August 2, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rohit Sabharwal,

President, Kundan Bhawan,

126, Model Gram, Ludhiana.


      


-------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority- o/o Commissioner,

 Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




  -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No.  1002  of 2013

Present:-
Ms. Sukhjinder Kaur advocate on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Yash Pal Anand, Deputy Controller (Finance and Accounts) on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The representative of the appellant submits that information pertaining to the employees of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana has been received.  However, information pertaining to officers of Punjab Government posted in the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana has not been furnished on the plea that the information would be available at the level of Government of Punjab or at the level of the Director, Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh.  The respondent has transferred the information pertaining to these officials under Section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to the concerned public authority. 2.

The information-seeker had applied on 24.1.2013 and the information has been given after a gap of 160 days. The way the matter was handled in the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana by the different branches of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana does not inspire confidence. Shri Yash Pal Anand, DCFA has filed his written explanation stating that he was never appointed PIO and that matter was dealt within the Establishment Branch.  Shri Nirmal Singh is the Superintendent-Incharge of the Establishment Branch. A warning is issued to him to be careful in future in dealing with the requests under the RTI Act and to observe time schedule laid under the Act.  A copy of this order shall be endorsed to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana by name. With this direction, the case is closed.
( R.I. Singh)

August 2, 2013






Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
CC
Shri Rakesh Verma,

Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajinder Singh,

296, MIG HB Colony,

Dugri, Phase-1, Ludhiana.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.






    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 1636  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Ms. Paramjit Kaur, Senior Assistant (RRA Branch) on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the respondent had stated that the information had been furnished.  Since the complainant was absent on that date, the case was adjourned to afford an opportunity to the complainant to confirm his satisfaction with the information sought to have been furnished.  However complainant is again absent today without intimation.  Nor he has sent any written objections.  The respondent has filed a written reply vide his No.1098 dated 10.7.2013.
2.

In view of the fact that the information stands furnished and the complainant has not filed any objection, I close the case.

( R.I. Singh)

August 2, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurcharan Singh,

#133-L, Chandigarh Road,

Khanna-141401.






      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o The District Education Officer (Elementary),

Ludhiana.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.  1638    of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Ms. Karamjit Kaur, Deputy District Education Officer (E), Ludhiana on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has filed a written reply vide his No.1181-82 dated 1.7.2013.  It is further submitted by the respondent that inquiry in the matter had been completed and a copy of inquiry report has been duly furnished to the complainant.  The complainant was absent on 26.6.2013 and is again absent today though he has sent an e-mail which is taken on record.  A perusal of e-mail shows that he has filed another case bearing No.CC-2143/2012 which was disposed of by Ld. SIC-Shri Satinder Pal Singh dated 8.2.2013.
2.

Since the inquiry in the matter has been completed by the respondent-department and a copy of the inquiry report has been furnished to the present complainant, no cause of action is left and the case filed in the Commission on 25.04.2013 is closed.
( R.I. Singh)

August 2, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karamjit Singh s/o Shri Gurdev Singh,

r/o Village Gobindgarh, P.O. Jogiana,

District Ludhiana.






      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Block-1, District Ludhiana.




    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.  1665    of 2013

Present:-
Shri Karamjit Singh complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, Shri Jaswinder Singh had appeared on behalf of the PIO-cum-Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana-1.  Parties had requested for an adjournment, which was allowed.  However, today none has appeared on behalf of the respondent.  Complainant submits that the information has also not been given.
2.

The respondent-PIO-cum-Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana-1 is hereby called upon to show cause why penalty should not be imposed on him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for non-compliance within the statutory time limit laid down by the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Reply of the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana-1 should reach the Commission before the next date of hearing which is fixed for 22.8.2013.
3.

This case will be heard further on 22.08.2013 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.
( R.I. Singh)

August 2, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
CC

Shri Jaswinder Singh o/oBlock Development and Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana-1.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Saktar Singh s/o 

Shri Kartar Singh, r/o Narodi Adda,

Tarntaran.







      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Additional Superintending Engineer (Operation Urban),

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Tarntaran.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.  1627 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Ramesh Kumar, Assistant Engineer on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant is again absent today without intimation. The respondent submits that complete information has been furnished vide memo No.7208 dated 24.7.2013 and that the information-seeker has given a receipt in acknowledgement stating that he is satisfied with the information furnished to him.

2.

In view of the above and continuous absence of the complainant on two consecutive dates, I do not find any merit in the complaint case and close the same.

( R.I. Singh)

August 2, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karamjit Singh s/o Shri Gurdev Singh,

r/o Village Gobingarh, P.O. Jogiyana,

District Ludhiana.






      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Ludhiana-1.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 1537 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Karamjit Singh complainant in person at Chandigarh.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



In this case, the respondent has been represented on two earlier dates by Shri Jaswinder Singh, Assistant Engineer.  On the last date of hearing, the respondent was directed to furnish details as per the record of the Measurement Books.  However, today none is present on behalf of the respondent and the complainant submits that the information has also not been furnished as was directed on 26.6.2013.
2.

In view of the above facts, it seems that the respondent has willfully not furnished the information inspite of directions of the Commission.  Shri Jaswinder Singh, Assistant Engineer-cum-Deemed PIO is hereby called upon to show cause why penalty under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 should not be imposed on him for non-furnishing of the information.  The PIO-cum-Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana-1 shall also file his explanation before the next date of hearing which is fixed for hearing through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana on 22.8.2013.

( R.I. Singh)

August 2, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parminder Singh s/o Shri Narata Singh

r/o Village Gobingarh, P.O. Jogiyana,

District Ludhiana.






      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Ludhiana-1.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 1549 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Jaswinder Singh on behalf of the complainant at Chandigarh.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant had alleged deficiencies in the information furnished to him and the respondent on the last date of hearing was directed to remove the same.  However, today none is present on behalf of the respondent and the complainant submits that deficiencies have not been removed.  As a last opportunity to the respondent, the case is adjourned to be heard through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana on 22.8.2013 at 10.30 A.M.

( R.I. Singh)

August 2, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Suman Ahuja 

w/o Shri Pawan Kumar Ahuja,

r/o SCF 15-A, Agar Nagar,

Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana.




 -------------Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana. 

First Appellate Authority

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.





 

   -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No.  931  of 2013

Present:-
Shri Saravjit Singh Kahlon, Advocate on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Jasdev Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Saravjit Singh Kahlon, Advocate representing Smt.Suman Ahuja submits that substantial information has been received and that Shri Jasdev Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO has undertaken to remove the deficiencies within a week.  The plea of the PIO is that since the information has been furnished and the respondent is willing to remove the deficiencies, there is no ground to proceed against the PIO under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The case is adjourned to 22.8.2013 with the direction to the respondent to remove the deficiencies in the information.
3.

This case will be heard further on 22.08.2013 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.
( R.I. Singh)

August 2, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sarvjit Singh,

Chamber No.858,

Lawyers’ Chambers,

Complex-1, New Judicial Court,

Ludhiana.







      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o District Bar Association,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority-

District Bar Association,

Ludhiana.







    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No.  667    of 2013

Present:-
Shri Saravjit Singh appellant on behalf of the appellant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant submits that District Bar Association, Ludhiana is an Association and was not created by any Act or Order of the government.  However, his plea is that District Bar Association, Ludhiana has received substantial financial assistance from the State Government and therefore it is a public authority within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The appellant is given an opportunity to place on record, evidence or documents he may like in support of his contention.  The case is adjourned to 22.8.2013.
2.

This case will be heard further on 22.08.2013 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.

( R.I. Singh)

August 2, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Balram Sharma,

# 102, Street No.1A,

Guru Nanak Nagar,

Near Gurbax Colony,

Patiala.






        ---Appellant




Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o  Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Patiala.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Patiala






-----Respondents

AC No. 716 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Balram Sharma appellant in person.



Shri K.S. Bhatia, Joint Secretary (Services) on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



This case was closed on 24.5.2013 with the direction to the respondent to furnish the balance information to the appellant, who however subsequently complained that information pertaining to quota for appointment under direct recruitment has not been given.

2.

I have again heard both the parties.  The respondent has explained the position that under rules no specific quota for direct recruitment has been specified.  However, the respondent undertakes to give the position of vacancies of posts for direct recruitment as on date and the appellant would be satisfied with this.  The respondent undertakes to furnish this within one week.

( R.I. Singh)

August 2, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jawant Singh s/o Shri Khajan Singh,

r/o Basti Sunwan Wali (Khhuh  Chobare Wala),

Ferozepur-152002.






      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Tehsildar, Ferozepur.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur.



    -------------Respondents.
Appeal Case No. 1449 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Jaswant Singh appellant in person.


Shri Jarnail Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Ferozepur on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that similar information was asked in another case bearing No.1282/2013 which has been disposed off on 10.7.2013.  The respondent submits that they are willing to give any further information, if the appellant requests for the same. The respondent further requests that the case may be adjourned so that the matter is discussed in detail with the applicant and issue settled.  Accordingly the case is adjourned to 22.8.2013.

2.

This case will be heard further on 22.08.2013 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur.
( R.I. Singh)

August 2, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashwani Kumar

s/o Shri Gurdyal Saini,

VPO Lehri Guzran,

Tehsil and Distt. Pathankot.




      -------------Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Superintending Engineer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Gurdaspur.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.   2261   of 2013

Present:-
Shri Ashwani Kumar complainant in person.

Shri Inderjit Singh, Sub Divisional Engineer, PSPCL, Dina Nagar on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that they have given reply to the query at Sr. No.2 of the RTI application dated 27.11.2012.  However, record pertaining to query at Sr. No.1 of the RTI application is not traceable.  It is stated that this is very old record and that the office of the respondent was shifted twice and there was also an incident of fire in the office.  Consequently, the said record is not traceable.

2.

Let the respondent file an affidavit on oath that the record pertaining to query No.1 of the RTI application is not in-existence or available.

3.

This case will be heard further on 22.08.2013 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur.
( R.I. Singh)

August 2, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jatinder Singh

s/o Shri Santokh Singh,

VPO Karman,

Tehsil Guru Har Sahai,

District Ferozepur.






      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2287 of 2013

Present;-
Shri Jatinder Singh complainant in person.



Shri Pardeep Kumar, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has handed over a copy of the Government instructions pertaining to grant of Arms License, which had been sought by the complainant vide his RTI application dated 18.3.2013.  The complainant, however, alleges that information is deficient to the extent that it does not disclose the amount of fee to be charged for grant of Arms License.  The respondent is directed to remove this deficiency before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 22.8.2013.

2.

This case will be heard further on 22.08.2013 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur. 
( R.I. Singh)

August 2, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Iqbal Singh s/o Shri Karnail Singh,

Village Bamb, Tehsil Samrala, District Ludhiana.

      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Sub Divisional Officer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd. (Urban),

Samrala, District Ludhiana.




    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2367 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Amarinder Singh, Sub Divisional Officer on behalf of the respondent at Chandigarh.

ORDER



The respondent submits an attested photocopy of a receipt given by 
Shri Iqbal Singh, the present complainant, confirming that he has received the information and he is satisfied with the same.  The respondent submits that there is no merit in the complaint and the same should be filed.

2.

An application dated 27.7.2013 from Shri Iqbal Singh has already been received stating that he is satisfied with the information.  In view of this, the present case initiated in the Commission on 1.7.2013 is closed.

( R.I. Singh)

August 2, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhchain Lal s/o Shri Kasturi Lal,

r/o 78/9, Main Bazar, Katra Khajana,

Amritsar.






      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2521 of 2013

Present:-
Shri P.C.Bali on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Navtej Singh, Executive Engineer on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the information has been furnished to the complainant who, however, denies having received the same.  A fresh copy of the reply of the respondent was handed over during the course of hearing through Video Conference facility to the representative of the complainant- Shri P.C.Bali, who may peruse the same and file his objections, if any, with a copy to the respondent-Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.

2.

This case will be heard further on 22.08.2013 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.
( R.I. Singh)

August 2, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tarsem Lal s/o Shri Kashmiri Lal,

r/o # 83,  Basti Tainka Wali, Hall Abad Gali No.17, 

Chowk Laddu Mall, Ferozepur Cantt.



      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Tehsildar, Ferozepur. 





   -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.  326  of 2013

Present:-
Shri Tarsem Lal complainant.

Shri Neeraj Kumar Sharma, Naib Tehsildar (Agrarian), Ferozepur on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the respondent had taken the plea that they have searched the record and no order dated 22.11.1975, as alleged by the complainant, is available in the official record.  The respondent was directed to confirm this fact by undertaking a re-search of the record and thereafter convey the position to the complainant in writing.  The respondent has today during the course of hearing handed over a written reply to the complainant confirming that no order dated 22.11.1975 pertaining to surplus area of village Mohkam Khan Wala is available on record.  Therefore, it is presumed that no such order was passed.
2.

The complainant, however, insisted that an order dated 22.11.1975 was passed.  However, in view of the fact that the respondent has categorically stated in writing regarding non-existence of the order and I have inspected the file, which was produced before me on 28.6.2011 at Chandigarh.  I accept the plea of the respondent and close the present complaint case. 
( R.I. Singh)

August 2, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balbir Aggarwal, 10904,

Basant Road, Near Gurudwara,

Industrial Area-B, Miller Ganj,

Ludhiana.







      -------------Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority-Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.







    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 916 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Balbir Aggarwal appellant in person at Chandigarh.



Shri Raj Kumar, Draftsman on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The appellant has not filed any affidavit.   The case is adjourned to 22.8.2013 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.
( R.I. Singh)

August 2, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balbir Aggarwal, 10904,

Basant Road, Near Gurudwara,

Industrial Area-B, Miller Ganj,

Ludhiana.







      -------------Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority-Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.







    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 915 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Balbir Aggarwal appellant in person at Chandigarh.



Shri Hakam Singh, Sub Divisional Officer on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Complete information has not been given. Officials of the Drawing Branch of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana are absent.  Therefore, the case is adjourned for hearing at Chandigarh on 19.8.2013.

2.

To come up on 19.8.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
( R.I. Singh)

August 2, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ram Saroop,

r/o village Kheri Gujran,

Tehsil Dera Bassi, Distt. Mohali.




      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Sub Divisional Officer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Dera Bassi (Mohali).









    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 1513  of 2013

Present:-
Shri Ram Saroop complainant in person.



Shri Madan Gopal, AEE on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  I have perused the written reply furnished by the respondent to the complainant vide No.728 dated 2.5.2013.  I am fully satisfied that the queries of the information have been duly answered.  The respondent has further explained the position to the complainant during the course of hearing of the present case, who also expresses his satisfaction with the information furnished.  Hence the case is closed.
( R.I. Singh)

August 2, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
