STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden
Sector 16, Chandigarh 


Sh. Rahul Gupta, S/o Sh. Dharampal,
R/o H No. 170, Gali N.6, Mohalla Gobindpura,
Jahraon, Ludhiana.									Complainant

							Vs.
Public Information Officer
O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,					Respondent
Raikot, Ludhiana.

    Complaint Case No. 1620 of 2016

Present:	 None for the parties.

ORDER

		Sh. Rahul  Gupta, the Complainant has sent in writing that he has received the information and is satisfied.	
2.	In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The appeal case filed by the appellant is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Sd/-
Chandigarh							      	 (Preety Chawla)
Dated: 03.05.2017		                     	        	       State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden
Sector 16, Chandigarh 
Sh. Rahul Gupta, S/o Sh. Dharampal,
R/o H No. 170, Gali N.6, Mohalla Gobindpura,
Jahraon, Ludhiana.									Complainant

							Vs.
Public Information Officer
O/o District Food Supply and Consumer Affairs Officer,
Ludhiana 
First Appellate Authority,
Director, Food Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs,
Punjab, Ludhiana									Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1632 of 2016
Present : None for the parties.
ORDER
	Neither the Complainant nor the respondent is present to attend today's hearing. Sh. Rahul Gupta , the complainant has sent a letter vide Commission diary no. 9255 dated 03.05.2017 stating that he is unable to attend today's hearing due some domestic work.
2.		The perusal of the file shows that this is the complaint case and in the complaint cases there is a judgment of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011 (arising out of SLP © No. 32768-32769/2010)-Chief Information Commissioner and another Vs. State of Manipur and another, in Para 31 whereof , it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information which is as under:-
(31. We uphold the said contention and do not find any error in the impugned judgment of the High Court whereby it has been held that the Commissioner while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the said Act has no jurisdiction to  pass an order providing for access to the information).
Complaint Case No. 1632 of 2016

		As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provision of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, no directions for providing further information can be given by the Commission.
3.	Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal  available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order. In case the complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act 2005, who will decide time limit accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.
4.	If, however, the complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.
5.	In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is disposed of . Copies of this decision be sent to the parties through registered post
Sd/-
Chandigarh							      	 (Preety Chawla)
Dated: 03.05.2017		                     	        	       State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden
Sector 16, Chandigarh 

Complaint Case No. 1646 of 2016

Sh. Gamdoor Singh, S/o Sh. Bohar Singh,
Chamber No. 151, District Courts,
Faridkot.										Complainant

					Vs.
Public Information Officer
O/o District Education Officer(S),
Faridkot..								        	       Respondent
.			       

Present:	 (i) Sh. Ramandeep Singh, Counsel for the complainant 
	(ii) Sh. Roop Singh, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the respondent  

ORDER
This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 07.03.2017 vide which Sh. Ramandeep Singh, Advocate of the complainant wanted to file his rejoinder. Today, he files his rejoinder, which is taken on record.
2.	Today, the respondent has submitted in writing that complete information has been sent to the complainant and there is no other information which is pending in the office record of the respondent and there is nothing left to be furnished to him.   
3.	The perusal of the file shows that this is the complaint case and in the complaint cases there is a judgment of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011 (arising out of SLP © No. 32768-32769/2010)-Chief Information Commissioner and another Vs. State of Manipur and another, in Para 31 whereof , it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information which is as under:-

Complaint Case No. 1646 of 2016

(31. We uphold the said contention and do not find any error in the impugned judgment of the High Court whereby it has been held that the Commissioner while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the said Act has no jurisdiction to  pass an order providing for access to the information).
		As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provision of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, no directions for providing further information can be given by the Commission.
4.	Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order. In case the complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act 2005, who will decide time limit accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.
5.	If, however, the complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.
6.	In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is disposed of . Copies of this decision be sent to the parties through registered post.
Sd/-
Chandigarh							      	 (Preety Chawla)
Dated: 03.05.2017		                     	        	       State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden
Sector 16, Chandigarh 
Shri Surinder Pal Goyal,
201,Sector 4-D, Shastri Nagar,
Mandi Gobindgarh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.			…………Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,
o/o Executive Engineer, PSPCL,
Mandi Gobindgarh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.				………..Respondent


Complaint Case No. 1713 of 2016

Present : None for the parties.	

ORDER
	This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 21.03.2017 vide which neither the appellant nor the respondent was present and last opportunity was given to both the parties to appear before the Commission.
2.	Again, at today's hearing , none is present.
3.	In the aforementioned circumstance, I am of the opinion that no useful purpose would be served in keeping this appeal case pending for an indefinite period. Accordingly, the appeal case filed by the appellant is dismissed for non perusal. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
			Sd/-
Chandigarh							      	 (Preety Chawla)
Dated: 03.05.2017		                     	        	       State Information Commissioner





STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden
Sector 16, Chandigarh 
Sh.Jagjit Lal	, S/o Sh. Harbans Lal,
President Punjab Development Association,
Village, Kultham, Tehsil Banga,
District  Nawansheher..	 						    …Appellant

Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,
Electrical Division-2, PWD B&R,
Patiala.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Superintendent Engineer,
Electrical Division-2, PWD,
Patiala.	.    								...Respondent

Appeal Case No. 18 of 2017 

Present : None for the parties.
ORDER
	Sh. Jagjit Lal, the appellant has informed on telephone that he has received the information and is satisfied.
2.	In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The appeal case filed by the appellant is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Sd/-
Chandigarh							      	 (Preety Chawla)
Dated: 03.05.2017		                     	        	       State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden
Sector 16, Chandigarh 
Shri  Tirath Singh Grewal, Advocate,
Chamber No. 129,
District  Courts, Ludhiana.								…Appellant

Versus

1.	Public Information Officer
O/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.

2.	First Appellate Authority,						
O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (Dev),
Patiala.								…Respondents
											
Appeal Case  No.  1201 of 2016

Present : None for the parties.	
ORDER
	This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 21.03.2017 vide which neither the appellant nor the respondent was present and last opportunity was given to both the parties to appear before the Commission.
2.	Again, at today's hearing , none is present.
3.	In the aforementioned circumstance, I am of the opinion that no useful purpose would be served in keeping this appeal case pending for an indefinite period. Accordingly, the appeal case filed by the appellant is dismissed for non perusal. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
				Sd/-
Chandigarh							      	 (Preety Chawla)
Dated: 03.05.2017		                     	        	       State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden
Sector 16, Chandigarh 

Shri Gagandeep Singh Threeke,
SCO No.26, Shant Park, Main Sua Road,
Near Geeta mandir Chowk, Threeke, Ludhiana.				    Appellant.

Versus
Public Information Officer,
o/o Nagar Sudhar Trust,
Ludhiana.
First Appellate Authority,
Deputy Director, Local Bodies,
Ludhiana.									...Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2764 of 2016
Present : 	(i) None is present on behalf of the appellant 
		(ii) For the respondent- Sh. Harmeet Singh, Jr. Assistant 
ORDER
This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 08.03.2017 vide which last opportunity was given to the appellant to appear before the Commission to follow up his case.
2.	But again, at today's hearing , the appellant is not present. Respondent states that complete information has already been sent to the appellant. 
3.	In the aforementioned circumstance, I am of the opinion that no useful purpose would be served in keeping this appeal case pending for an indefinite period. Whatever information was available with the department has been supplied. As the appellant is absent and nothing has been heard from him regarding the receipt of information, it is presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided.
4.	In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The appeal filed by the appellant is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Sd/-
Chandigarh							      	 (Preety Chawla)
Dated: 03.05.2017		                     	        	       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden
Sector 16, Chandigarh 

Sh. Rohit Sabharwal,
President, Council of RTI Activists (Regd),
Kundan Bhawan,126, Model Gram,
Ludhiana.										Appellant
					Vs.
Public Information Officer
O/o Assistant Town Planner, Zone-D,
Municipal Corporation Near mata Rani Chowk,
Ludhiana..
 
First Appellate Authority,
O/o Municipal Corporation,
Ludhiana										Respondent


Appeal Case No. 3027 of 2016	

Present:	(i) Ms. Sukhjinder Kaur on behalf of the appellant 
		(ii) None is present on behalf of the respondent 
 
ORDER

	This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 07.03.2018.
2.	Ms. Sukhjinder Kaur is appearing on behalf of the appellant  and states that the appellant has received the information and is satisfied.
3.	In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The appeal case filed by the appellant is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Sd/-
Chandigarh							      	 (Preety Chawla)
Dated: 03.05.2017		                     	        	       State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
           SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

Sh. Jasbir Singh,
Village Bolapur, P/O Ramgarh,
Distt Ludhiana.									Appellant
					Vs.
Public Information Officer
O/o Civil Surgeon,
Ludhiana.
 First Appellate Authority,
O/o Civil Surgeon,
Ludhiana.										Respondent
Appeal Case No. 3058 of 2016

Present:	(i) Sh. Jasbir Singh, the appellant 
		(ii) None is present on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER

	This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 08.02.2017 vide which last opportunity was given to the respondent-PIO to appear before the Commission.
2.	Sh. Jasbir Singh, the appellant states that no information has been given to him so far.
3.	Respondents are absent without any intimation.
4.	The perusal of the file shows that the appellant- Sh. Jasbir Singh has filed his RTI on 04.07.2016, but after lapse of more than nine months, no information has been given to him so far. Even the respondent –PIO has not bothered to attend the hearings in the Commission, which shows that they have no regard for the orders issued by the Commission.
5.	 In view of the above, PIO (by name), o/o Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana is directed to show cause in writing or through affidavit under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for willful delay/ denial of the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the appellant under Section 19 (8)(b) of the Act for detriment suffered. 
	
Appeal Case No. 3058 of 2016

In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing. He may note that in case he does not file his submission 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. 
6.	To come up on 06.06.2017 at 11.00 AM. Copy of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.
7.	Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Sd/-
Chandigarh							      	 (Preety Chawla)
Dated: 03.05.2017.		                     	        	       State Information Commissioner
Through registered post

CC: PIO (by name), o/o Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden
Sector 16, Chandigarh 

Sh. Jasbir Singh,
Village Bolapur, P/O Ramgarh,
Distt Ludhiana.									Appellant
					Vs.
Public Information Officer
O/o Tehsildar, Tehsil,
Jagraon.
 First Appellate Authority,
O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,
Jagraon, Ludhiana.									Respondent

Appeal Case No. 3060 of 2016

Present:	(i) Sh. Jasbir Singh the appellant 
		(ii) For the respondent- Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Jr. Assistant 

ORDER

	Sh. Jasbir Singh- the appellant states that he has received the information and is satisfied.
2.	In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The appeal case filed by the appellant is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Sd/-
Chandigarh							      	 (Preety Chawla)
Dated: 03.05.2017.		                     	        	       State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden
Sector 16, Chandigarh 

Sh. Rohit Sabharwal,
President, Council of RTI Activists (Regd),
Kundan Bhawan, 126, Model Gram,
Ludhiana.	 								Appellant
					Vs.
Public Information Officer
O/o Zone-C, Municipal Corporation,
Gill Road, Ludhiana.
First Appellate Authority,
Municipal Corporation,
Ludhiana.							               Respondent

Appeal Case No. 3151 of 2016

Present:	(i) Ms. Sukhjinder Kaur on behalf of the appellant 
		(ii) For the respondent- Sh. Dalip Kumar Soni, JDM 

ORDER

	This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 07.03.2017 vide which the respondents were directed to provide the information to the appellant pertaining the deficiencies pointed out by him.
2.	Ms. Sukhjinder Kaur,  is appearing on behalf of the appellant and states that incomplete information has been given to the appellant so far. She further states that the appellant has not been provided the information within the time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005. For this she demands that the Respondent be penalized and the appellant be compensated for the detriment suffered.
3.	Sh. Dalip Kumar Soni is appearing on behalf of the respondent and states that he has personally brought the remaining information today in the Commission, which is handed over to Ms. Sukhjinder Kaur. He has also submitted in writing that  complete information has been provided to the appellant and there is no other information which is pending in the office record and there is nothing left to be furnished to him.

Appeal Case No. 3151 of 2016

4.	It is observed that there are glaring systemic deficiencies in the office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. Appropriate mechanism has not been provided to keep the record properly by the public authority due to which the information / request under RTI Act, 2005 are not being served properly. However, Respondent PIO is warned to be more careful in future while dealing with the matters pertaining to the RTI Act, 2005 and act swiftly.
5.	In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The appeal filed by the appellant is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Sd/-
Chandigarh							      	 (Preety Chawla)
Dated: 03.05.2017.		                     	        	       State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden
Sector 16, Chandigarh 

Sh. Rohit Sabharwal,
President, Council of RTI Activists (Regd),
Kundan Bhawan, 126, Model Gram,
Ludhiana.	 								Appellant

					Vs.
Public Information Officer
O/o Zone-D, 
Municipal Corporation,
Ludhiana.	
First Appellate Authority,
Zone-D, 
Municipal Corporation,
Ludhiana.							               Respondent

Appeal Case No. 3152 of 2016
Present:	(i) Ms. Sukhjinder Kaur on behalf of the appellant 
		(ii) None is present on behalf of the respondent 
 ORDER

	This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 07.03.2017 vide which Sh. Harwinder Singh, PIO, Zone D was directed to personally appear before the Commission.
2.	Ms. Sukhjinder Kaur, Advocate  is appearing on behalf of the appellant and states that no information has been given by the respondents so far.
3.	Respondents are absent today without any intimation.
4.	The perusal of the file shows that the appellant has filed his RTI on 04.07.2016, but no information has been given to him after lapse of more than nine months.  During the last hearing, Sh. Harwinder Singh was directed to personally appear before the Commission, but today neither he has appeared nor he has bothered to inform the Commission about his absence, which shows that he has no regard for the orders issued by the Commission.
Appeal Case No. 3152 of 2016

5.	 In view of the above, Sh. Harwinder Singh, PIO, ATP, o/o Municipal Corporation, Zone-D, Ludhiana is directed to show cause in writing or through affidavit under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for willful delay/ denial of the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the appellant under Section 19 (8)(b) of the Act for detriment suffered. 
	In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing. He may note that in case he does not file his submission 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. 
6.	To come up on 06.06.2017 at 11.00 AM. Copy of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.
Sd/-
Chandigarh							      	 (Preety Chawla)
Dated: 03.05.2017		                     	        	       State Information Commissioner

Sh. Harwinder Singh, PIO, ATP, o/o Municipal Corporation, Zone-D, Ludhiana 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden
Sector 16, Chandigarh 
Sh. Jasbir Singh,
Village Jhabewal, Post Office Ramgarh,
Distt Ludhiana.	.			 					    Appellant.
Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o Tehsildar Samrala,
Distt Ludhiana..

First Appellate Authority
O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,.	    						    
Samrala, Distt Ludhiana.								..Respondent

Appeal Case No. 3704 of 2016

Present: 	(i) Sh. Jasbir Singh, the appellant 
		(ii) For the respondent- Sh. Gurpreet Singh, Sr. Assistant 	 
ORDER

	This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 08.03.2017.
2.	The respondent states that complete information has already been sent to the appellant.
3.	The appellant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided by the respondents.
4.	Sh. Jasbir Singh- the appellant is directed to visit the office of respondent on 09.05.2017 at 11.00 AM, inspect the relevant records, identify the documents copies whereof are required by him; and the respondent shall provided copies thereof, according to his RTI application, in accordance with the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.
5	 The matter to come up for further hearing on 06.06.2017 at 11.00 AM.
6	Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
										Sd/-
Chandigarh							      	 (Preety Chawla)
Dated: 03.05.2017		                     	        	       State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden
Sector 16, Chandigarh 
Sh. Sandeep Kumar, S/o Sh. Rattan Lal,
Himmatpura  Basti jaitu,
Distt Faridkot..				 					    Appellant.
Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy
 Commissioner,
Faridkot
First Appellate Authority
O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Faridkot.			    						...Respondent
Appeal Case No. 3786 of 2016

Present:	(i) None is present on behalf of the appellant  
		(ii) For the respondent- Sh. Gurtej Singh, Sr. Assistant 

ORDER
	This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 08.03.2017 
2.	Sh. Sandeep Kumar- the appellant is not present today. 
3.	Respondent states that complete information has been sent to the appellant. He has submitted in writing that the information has been sent to the appellant three times.
4.	After hearing the respondent, it is ascertained that the complete information has already been sent to the appellant. Moreover, the respondent has given writing that there is no other information which is pending in the office record and there is nothing left to be furnished to him.   Copy of the same be sent to the appellant alongwith the orders.
5.	In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The appeal filed by the appellant is, therefore, disposed of and closed.
6.	Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh	   		 			 	(Preety Chawla)
Dated: 03.05.2017		  	    		State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden
Sector 16, Chandigarh 
Sh. Sandeep Kumar, S/o Sh. Rattan lal,
Himmatpura  Basti jaitu,
Distt Faridkot..				 					    Appellant.
Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Faridkot

First Appellate Authority
O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Faridkot.			    						...Respondent
Appeal Case No. 3787 of 2016


Present:	(i) None is present on behalf of the appellant  
		(ii) For the respondent- Sh. Gurtej Singh, Sr. Assistant 

ORDER
	This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 08.03.2017 
2.	Sh. Sandeep Kumar- the appellant is not present today. 
3.	Respondent states that complete information has been sent to the appellant. He has submitted in writing that the information has been sent to the appellant three times.
4.	After hearing the respondent, it is ascertained that the complete information has already been sent to the appellant. Moreover, the respondent has given writing that there is no other information which is pending in the office record and there is nothing left to be furnished to him.   Copy of the same be sent to the appellant alongwith the orders.
5.	In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The appeal filed by the appellant is, therefore, disposed of and closed.
6.	Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh	   		 			 	(Preety Chawla)
Dated: 03.05.2017		  	    		State Information Commissioner




STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden
Sector 16, Chandigarh 
Sh Rajesh Kumar Garg,
H No.150, Bala Ji Estate, 
Adjoining Kunal colony, 33 feet Road,
Mundian Kalan.			 					   	 Appellant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,
O/o Tehsildar Tehsil,
Jagraon.,

First Appellate Authority
O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Ludhiana.									    ...Respondent

Appeal Case No. 4115 of 2016

Present:	(i) Sh. Rajesh Kumar Garg, the appellant 
		(ii) For the respondent – Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Jr. Assistant 

ORDER

	This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 07.03.2017 vide which last opportunity was given to both the parties to appear before the Commission.
2.	The appellant states that no information has been given to him so far.
3.	Sh. Sukhwinder Singh is appearing on behalf of the respondent and has submitted in writing that the information demanded by the appellant is third party information. However, he has not been able to produce any document vide which he has sought consent of the third party. The PIO is, therefore, directed to seek consent of the third within fifteen days and proceed in the matter accordingly.
4.	Sh. Joginder Singh, Sub-Registrar-cum-PIO is directed to personally appear on the next date of hearing.
5.	To come up on 06.06.2017 at 11.00 AM. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-		
Chandigarh							      	 (Preety Chawla)
Dated: 03.05.2017  	    		   		        State Information Commissioner
