STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630061, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www. scic@punjabmail.gov.in
Sh.Naresh Devgun Sharma, Advocate, (93168-27499),

Chamber No.7022/2, District Courts, 

Ludhiana.

                                     




              Appellant 

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police, 

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.                                                                                                            

          Respondents

APPEAL  CASE NO.2864/2016
Present:
Sh.Naresh Devgun Sharma, Advocate,  Appellant  in person.


1. Inspector Dev Raj, O/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana and



2. Sh. Suresh Kumar, In charge RTI, O/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana – for 

    Respondents.

ORDER



The appellant is present.


Inspector Dev Raj appearing on behalf of the respondents submits that the available information along with suitable reply on some of the points has already been sent to the appellant vide their letter dated 27.06.2016.  The appellant denies its receipt.  The respondent has been asked to hand over the copies of the same to the appellant on spot  and endorse a forwarding letter to the Commission as well.



The matter is deferred for posting on 14.03.2017 at 11.30 AM for the confirmation of the information having been delivered in conformity with the original application.









Sd/-
10.01.2017






   (Yashvir Mahajan)








    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630061, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www. scic@punjabmail.gov.in
Sh.Tejinder Singh (90410-04313),

R/o Village Bholapur, P.O. Ramgarh,

Chandigarh Road,Ludhana.                              




               Appellant 

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Station House Officer,

Division No.7, Backside Vardhman Mills,

 Chandigarh Road Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana

                                                                                                                     

          Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO.2970 /2016
Present:
Sh. Tejinder Singh, Appellant in person.


None on behalf of the Respondents.
ORDER



The appellant is present.


None has come present on behalf of the Respondent.  The Commission takes strong exception to the callousness shown by the respondent.  They are once again directed to take  appropriate action on the application of the appellant and explain the delay in providing him the information under intimation to the Commission by the next date of hearing positively failing which penal proceedings shall follow.



To come up on 14.03.2017 at 11.30 AM.









Sd/-
10.01.2017






   (Yashvir Mahajan)








    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630061, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www. scic@punjabmail.gov.in
Sh. Vasdev Garg, 

Mitwa Street, Water Works Road,

Mansa -151505

                                     




              Appellant 

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Deptt. of Health & Family Welfare, Pb.

Pb. Civil Sectt. -2, Sec-9, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Deptt. of Health & Family Welfare, Pb.

Pb. Civil Sectt. -2, Sec-9, 
Chandigarh                                                              



          Respondents

APPEAL  CASE NO.2987/2016
Present:
None on behalf of the Parties.
ORDER



None is present on behalf of the Parties.


The appellant vide his letter dated 07.12.2016 has intimated that he has received the information.  As such he has requested to close the case.  His request is acceded.  The matter is closed accordingly.









Sd/-
10.01.2017






   (Yashvir Mahajan)








    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630061, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www. scic@punjabmail.gov.in
Ms. Rajinder Kaur Sandhu (98888-05827),

W/o Sh. Mandeep Singh Sandhu,

R/o H.No.572-F, Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.

                                     




           Complainant 

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana                                                                                                           

          Respondent

COMPLAINT  CASE NO. 1575/2016
Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.


1. Inspector Dev Raj, O/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana and



2. Sh. Suresh Kumar, In charge RTI, O/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana – for 

    Respondent.

ORDER



The complainant is absent.


The respondent vide memo dated 07.11.2016 have intimated that the information has been delivered to the complainant who has acknowledged its receipt also.  As the complainant is absent, seemingly she is satisfied with the information thus stated to have been provided to her.  No further action is called for.  The complaint is closed.









Sd/-
10.01.2017






   (Yashvir Mahajan)








    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Jasbir Singh Editor Arjun Patrika (98882-96107),

Village Bholapur Jhabewal, P.O. Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana -123455
                                                                                                      Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ferozepur.







                    Respondent

COMPLAINT CASE NO.775/2016

Present:
Sh. Tejinder Singh on behalf of the Complainant.


None on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER



Sh. Tejinder Singh denies having received the information.  



No representative on behalf of the respondent is present.   The Commission takes a serious note of the same and once again directs the respondent to provide the information to the information seeker under intimation to the Commission.


The matter shall be reheard on 14.03.2017 at 11.30 AM.









Sd/-
10.01.2017






   (Yashvir Mahajan)








    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Rajinder Kumar Sharma,

House No.684, Ward No.5, Street No.7,

Basti Gobindgarh, Moga                                                                                                  Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Primary Education Officer,

Moga -2







                    Respondent

COMPLAINT CASE NO.723/2016

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Parties.
ORDER



None is present.  Nothing has been heard from the Parties as well.  Seemingly, the complainant is satisfied with the outcome of his application filed on 20.02.2016.


Disposed.










Sd/-
10.01.2017






   (Yashvir Mahajan)








    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Surjeet Singh (96929-52386)

S/o Sh. Sobha Singh,

R/o Village & P.O. Rupale, Tehsil Samrala

Distt. Ludhiana.








       Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Medical Officer,

Ludhiana.






                                   Respondent

COMPLAINT CASE NO.779/2016

Present:
Sh. Dalbir Singh son of Sh. Surjeet Singh, Complainant.


None on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER



Sh. Dalbir Singh son of the complainant is present.



The respondent is consecutively absent despite due notice.  The PIO seemingly is defiant and is not inclined to part with the information.  The original application was filed by the complainant on 03.02.2016.  Despite a lapse of about ten months no response whatsoever is given to the complainant.


Dr. Mohinder Singh, PIO – cum – Assistant Civil Surgeon, office of the Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana, is issued a show cause notice to explain in a self-attested affidavit as to why a penalty @ Rs.250/- per day of delay subject to maximum of Rs.25,000/- till the complete information is furnished, be not imposed under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 on him for causing willful delay / denial of the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the Complainant under Section 19 (8) (b) of the Act  for the detriment suffered by him. 



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also 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 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 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.


To come up on 14.03.2017 at 11.30 AM.









Sd/-
10.01.2017






   (Yashvir Mahajan)








    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Satish Kumar

S/o Sh. Dev Raj,

Village Murar, P.O. Hamira.

Distt. Kapurthala.                                                                                                                   Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Kapurthala.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Kapurthala.






                                   Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO.1391/2016

Present:
Sh. Satish Kumar, Appellant in person



None on behalf of the Respondents.
ORDER



The appellant is present.  



None has come present on behalf of the Respondents. The Commission takes serious exception of the absence of the respondent and affords final opportunity to comply with the directions made earlier.


To come up on 01.03.2017 at 11.30 AM.









Sd/-
10.01.2017






   (Yashvir Mahajan)








    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Bhushan Kumar Goyal,

Opposite Dr. Grover, Main Bus Stand,

Rampura Phool Distt. Bathinda                                                                          
       Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal,

Bhartiya Model Sr. Secondary School,

Rampura Phool.




                    

Respondent

COMPLAINT CASE NO.668/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Parties.
ORDER



The following interim order was passed on 03.08.2016 :-


“The case has been heard through Video Conferencing.



Sh. Surinder Kumar Gupta is present on behalf of the complainant.  He reiterates as submitted in the original application that the respondent i.e. the Principal, Bhartiya Model Sr. Secondary School, Rampura Phool  is a Public Authority as defined under Section 2(h) of the RTI Act.  He specifically mentions that the land on which the school has been constructed belongs to the government and as such the respondent cannot absolve itself of the obligations as prescribed in the RTI Act.



Sh. J.K. Singla Advocate has put in the appearance in the Court on behalf of the respondent.  He is seeking an adjournment to defend it on the next date of hearing.  The request is accepted.  The matter shall be reheard on 16.11.2016 through video conferencing at Mansa at 11.30 AM.  Meanwhile the complainant is directed to file a documentary evidence that the land as claimed by him belongs to the government.”


The case has been taken up today.  None is present.  The complainant was directed 
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COMPLAINT CASE NO.668/2016
to substantiate his claim that the land on which the school situates belongs to the government.  However, he has failed to come up with any such evidence.  His absence or any communication suggests that he has nothing to say on this issue.



At the face of it, the respondent is a purely private entity and in the absence of any valid proof otherwise it cannot be considered as a Public Authority under the Act.



The complaint is disposed accordingly.









Sd/-
10.01.2017






   (Yashvir Mahajan)








    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh Kailash Bassi (94651-91919),

Model Town, Miyani Road, P.O. Dasuya -144205

Tehsil & District Hoshiarpur.                                                                                                      Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Hoshiarpur.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Hoshiarpur.







                 Respondents

APPEAL  CASE NO.762/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Satish Kumar Saini, PIO – cum – XEN, Municipal Corporation, Hoshiarpur – for 

Respondents.
ORDER



It shall be worthwhile to repeat the interim orders passed on 04.05.2016 and 17.08.2016 as under :-


Orders dated 04.05.2016


“The case has been heard through Video Conferencing.



The appellant is seeking certified copies of all the documents relating to the construction of all development works having been undertaken by the Municipal Corporation and Improvement Trust, Hoshiarpur from the year 2011 onwards.  The plea of the respondent is that this record is very voluminous and to get it Xeroxed shall disproportionately divert their resources.  This forum agrees with the plea of the respondent.



However it feels that it shall be in the fitness of things if the appellant inspects the record and procures limited certified copies of the documents thus identified by him. The appellant shall restrict his demand of certified copies to the reasonable quantity so as to make it physically possible for the respondent to do the needful.  The respondent shall convey in writing to the appellant the date and time of such inspection.  He would specifically ensure the physical safety of the appellant
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APPEAL  CASE NO.762/2016
during such inspection.”


Orders dated 17.08.2016



“The case has been heard through Video Conferencing.



The status quo remains.  As advised the inspection could not mature.  The Commission directs that the inspection shall be conducted on 24.08.2016 at 11.00 AM in the office of the PIO.  He will keep the record ready and shall provide the certified copies of documents not beyond 150 pages to the appellant as identified by him on payment of fee.  The rest of the payment shall be refunded to him.”



The case has been taken up today again.  The appellant is absent.  He has written a letter to the Commission wherein he has questioned the aforementioned directions and insisted on providing the entire record asked for by him.



Sh. Satish Kumar, PIO is present.  He submits that the appellant despite intimation to him, has not come present to inspect the record.



Seeking the indiscriminate, lengthy and sundry information without any reasonable justification is an abuse of the RTI Act.  This is a transparency Act and should be used for bringing about transparency and check corruption in the public offices.  It is not an end in itself.  The Commission has given him legitimate leeway towards inspection of record and providing him  adequate window to procure the information.  The appellant cannot as a matter of right abuse the Act by asking for indiscriminate, voluminous and lengthy information.  The Commission having invoked the provisions of Section 7(9) of the Act has asked him to restrict it.  Having failed to do so this forum is unable to assist him any more.  The appeal is disposed accordingly.  The respondents may refund him the money deposited by him.









Sd/-
10.01.2017






   (Yashvir Mahajan)








    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh  Sewa Singh (94178-94629),

Shiv Dharamshala, Welfare Society, 

3675, EWS Colony, Tajpur Road,

Ludhiana

                                                                                                    Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Medical officer,

Civil Hospital, Ludhiana

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o  Civil Surgeon,

Ludhiana







                     Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO.1785/2016

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Parties.
ORDER



None is present on behalf of the Parties.


The matter is posted for hearing on 14.03.2017 at 11.30 AM.









Sd/-
10.01.2017






   (Yashvir Mahajan)








    State Information Commissioner

CC: The Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana for information and n/a.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Damanpreet Singh Sodhi (98142-22771),

S/o Sh. Manjeet Singh Sodhi, 

Vill. P.O. Dhilwan Kalan, 

Distt. Faridkot.                             

                                                         Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Kotkapura,.Distt. Faridkot

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

PWD (B&R) Bathinda Division,

Bathinda.







                  Respondent

COMPLAINT CASE NO.115/2016

Present:
Sh. Damanpreet Singh Sodhi, Complainant in person along with Adv. Bir Davinder 

Singh.


1. Sh. K.S.Sandhu, XEN, Central Works, Division No. 1, PWD (B&R), Bathinda.



2. Sh. Manpritam Singh, SDE, Central Works, Sub Div. No. 1, Ferozepur – for 


    Respondent.
ORDER



The following order was passed by this forum on 07.09.2016:-


“The case has been heard through video conferencing.



On 01.06.2016 this forum had passed the following order :-



“The complainant is interested in demarcation of the land on record acquired for the construction of National Highway No. 15.  Whereas most of the information relating to the acquisition proceedings have already been provided to the appellant, he is insisting to provide him a lay-out plan of the area acquired for the extension of the road.



Sh. Mohan Singh, Naib Tehsildar appearing on behalf of the SDM, Kotkapura submits that no such record exists with them they have  asked the appellant to look for it with the Department of PWD (B&R). 



The representative of the Public Works Department also denies that they are in 
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COMPLAINT CASE NO.115/2016
 possession of the information asked for. The XEN, PWD (B&R) concerned is directed to address himself to the application thus made and arrange to resolve the issue by providing him the 
                           
 information, before the next date of hearing.”


The Executive Engineer, PWD (B&R) Bathinda Division, Bathinda through SDE, PWD (B&R) Sub Division, Kotkapura was directed to address themselves to the issue and arrange to 
                                                                                                        

provide the information.



Today none is present on behalf of the Engineering Department.  Nor anything has been received in writing from them also.  This speaks of defiant attitude.  The complainant had asked for the lay-out plan of the land on the national highway – 15 as described in his original application.  No reply, much less a convincing one, has been received from the Engineering Department. The Commission takes it as a willful denial of information and issues a show cause notice to the concerned PIO in the office of the Executive Engineer, PWD (B&R), Bathinda Division, Bathinda as to why penal proceedings against him should not be initiated for withholding the information malafidely.  He is advised to provide the information along with the explanation before the next date of hearing failing which a penalty of Rs.25,000/- as provided under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act shall be imposed.  He should also come present on the next date of hearing.”



The complainant is present along with his counsel.



Er. K.S.Sandhu, XEN is present.  He has submitted a written reply.  He reiterates that the information sought by the complainant is not available in the record as the drawings made by them along with other concomitant information has already been supplied to the complainant.  The Commission does not find any reason to disagree with him.
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COMPLAINT CASE NO.115/2016


On the other hand, the complainant asserts that the land acquired and taken possession on the ground for the extension of the road is not commensurate with the one mentioned in the acquisition proceedings and compensated for.  It transpires that the revenue authority needs to explain the discrepancy and take appropriate action to address the seemingly legitimate grievance of the complainant.



The PIO in the revenue authority is once again directed to take appropriate action by updating the record in keeping with the ground realities, may be by way of delineating  the dimensions of the property in contention.  He shall apprise the complainant of the above information accordingly.


To come up on 01.03.2017 at 11.30 AM.









Sd/-
10.01.2017






   (Yashvir Mahajan)








    State Information Commissioner

CC: 1. Sub Divisional Magistrate, Kotkapura.  He is directed to monitor the directions given in the    
above order.

       2. The Executive Engineer, Central Works, Div. No. 1,  PWD, (B&R), Bathinda Division,

           Bathinda.

       3. The Sub Divisional Engineer, PWD (B&R), Sub Division,

           Kotkapura.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh  Sandeep Kumar (98037-86101)

S/o Sh. Rattan Lal, 

Himatpura Basti, Jaiton -151202

Distt. Faridkot.
                                                                                                      

Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Jaito Distt. Faridkot.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food Supply Controller,

Faridkot.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Faridkot.






                 
Respondents

APPEAL  CASE NO.296/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Yadavinder Singh, Inspector, Food & Civil Supplies – for Respondents.

ORDER



This be read in continuation of Commission’s order dated 07.09.2016 which are reproduced below:-


“The case has been heard through video conferencing.



On 01.06.2016 the Commission had observed as under :-



“The appellant primarily is seeking information relating to  various subsidy schemes regarding distribution of foodgrains etc.  The information obviously is massive and shall entail a tangible diversion of resources of Public Authority.  The PIO had asked for deposition of about Rs.10,000/- which was refused to be paid due to delay in its requisition.



Be that as it is, the respondents are directed to fix a specific date and time under intimation to the Commission to arrange an inspection of the documents asked for by the appellant.  He shall provide him certified copies of identified documents.  In doing so the appellant shall restrict the numbers to the minimum possible.
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APPEAL  CASE NO.296/2016


Rest of the requisitions in the application shall also be replied to, immediately by the respondents.”



The matter has been taken up today.  The appellant is present.



None is present on behalf of the respondents.  After hearing the appellant and consulting the record it transpires that the information being sought relates to the office of the District Food Supply Controller, Faridkot.  He is directed to let the documents inspected by the appellant on 23.09.2016 at 11.00 AM in his office.  He shall present the record and arrange to provide the certified copies to the extent of 100 pages only.” 



The matter has been taken up today i.e. 10.01.2017.  The respondents have produced a copy of an acknowledgement issued by the appellant of having inspected the record and procured certified copies of the information comprised in 59 pages.  No intervention of the Commission is called for.  The appeal is closed. 










Sd/-
10.01.2017






   (Yashvir Mahajan)








    State Information Commissioner

CC: The District Food Supply Controller, Faridkot.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Satwant Singh (94634-80486)

S/o Sh. Gurnam Singh

Near Kachha Darwaja, V.P.O. Bhanohar  Punjab,

Tehsil & District Ludhiana







Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Medical officer,

Civil Hospital, Ludhiana

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Ludhiana








Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO.2767/2015
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Parties.
ORDER


None is present.


The matter shall be reheard on 14.03.2017 at 11.30 AM.









Sd/-
10.01.2017






   (Yashvir Mahajan)








    State Information Commissioner

CC: The Civil Surgeon, 
       Ludhiana, for information and necessary action.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Dinesh Jethi, (82838-17317),

# 484/1,Street No.5, Sham Nagar,

Near PF Complext, Bus Stand, Road,

Ludhiana.








             Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Gow Sewa Samiti, Partap Singh Wala,

Hambran Road, Ludhiana.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Gobind Godham, Partap Singh Wala,

Hambran Road, Ludhiana

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Gow Sewa Samiti, Partap Singh Wala,

Hambran Road, Ludhiana



                                           Respondents

APPEAL CASE NOs.3703 and 3704 of 2015

Present:
None on behalf of the Parties.
ORDER



The appellant is absent.


The respondents have sent a letter reiterating their position that they are not a Public Authority within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the RTI Act.  We believe that the reply sent by the respondents to the Commission has also been forwarded to the appellant.  In case not, they are directed to send it to him immediately..



Be it noted that in case of absence of Parties on the next date of hearing, the appeal shall be decided on merit on the basis of documents on record.



To come up on 14.03.2017 at 11.30 AM.









Sd/-
10.01.2017






   (Yashvir Mahajan)








    State Information Commissioner

CC: The Municipal Commissioner,

        Municipal Corporation, 

        Ludhiana.
