STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh.  H. S. Hundal,

# 3402, Sector -71,

Mohali-160071
 



   
 

… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Kharar, Distt.- Mohali

2.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Mohali

3. 
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,


Kharar, Distt Mohali.     




      
…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2447/14
ORDER
Present: 
None for the appellant.

Mr. Gurdev Singh, on behalf of respondent no. 1 and Mr. Pal Singh, on  behalf of respondent no. 2, on behalf of the respondents. 

 

The appellant is absent but submitting a letter diarized in the Commission on 13.03.2014 wherein he stated that due to health reasons, he cannot attend the today’s proceedings. The representative of the PIO stated that he has provided the information to the appellant adding that he had brought the entire record related to the information to the Commission for inspection of the appellant. The appellant is advised to go through the information provided to him  and point out deficiencies if any within seven working days under intimation to the Commission and the respondent PIO is under statutory obligation to make up for the deficiencies.
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                     Since the complainant has sought an adjournment, the  case is adjourned to 21.04.2014 at 11.00 AM.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.03.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh.  H. S. Hundal,

# 3402, Sector -71,

Mohali-160071
 



   
 

… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ferozepur-152001

2.
First Appellant Authority,


O/o State Transport Commissioner, Pb.,


Chandigarh






      
…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2449/14

ORDER
Present: 
None for the appellant. 



Mr. G.S. Sandhu, DTO-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 



The appellant sought an adjournment due to ill health. 



The case is adjourned to 21.04.2014 at 11.00 AM.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.03.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Manjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Sohan Singh,

#388/03, Behra Road,

Patiala

 



   
 

… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ferozepur 

2.
First Appellant Authority,


O/o State Transport Commissioner, 

Pb., Chandigarh





      
…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 04/14
ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Manjit Singh, appellant in person.



None for the respondent. 



Despite the show-cause notice, the PIO is absent without intimation to the Commission. Neither the PIO filed the reply to the show cause notice nor did he send any representative for today’s proceedings.. The Commission takes a serious note of it. One more opportunity is given to the PIO to provide the information and to be present along with the reply to the show-cause notice, otherwise the Commission would be constrained to take ex-pate decision. 

 

The case is adjourned to 21.04.2014 at 11.00 AM.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.03.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Manjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Sohan Singh,

#388/03, Behra Road,

Patiala

 



   
 

… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellant Authority,


O/o State Transport Commissioner, 

Pb., Chandigarh





      
…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 02/14
ORDER 

Present: 
Mr. Manjit Singh, appellant in person.



None for the respondent. 

 

Despite the show-cause notice, the PIO is absent without intimation to the Commission. Neither the PIO filed the reply to the show-cause notice nor did he send any representative to attend today’s proceedings. The Commission takes a serious note of it. However, the Commission provides yet another  buy the last opportunity to the PIO to provide the information and to be present along with the reply to the show- cause notice otherwise the Commission would be constrained to take ex-pate decision.



The case is adjourned to 21.04.2014 at 11.00 AM.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.03.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Manjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Sohan Singh,

# 388/03, Behra Road,

Patiala

 



   
 

… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Gurdaspur

2.
First Appellant Authority,


O/o State Transport Commissioner, 

Pb., Chandigarh





      
…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 05/14
ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Manjit Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Mahinder Pal, MVI, on behalf of the respondent. 

 

The representative of the PIO submitted the information during the hearing to the Commission and a copy of which was provided to the appellant to his satisfaction.                                   

                        As far the information is concerned, the case is closed. Further, the PIO is yet to furnish response to the show cause notice. The PIO is directed to furnish the same before the next date of hearing, failure to do so would automatically attract penal provisions of the  RTI Act.


The case is adjourned to 16.04.2014 at 11.00 AM.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.03.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Manjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Sohan Singh,

# 388/03, Behra Road,

Patiala

 



   
 

… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ferozepur.

2.
First Appellant Authority,


O/o State Transport Commissioner, 

Pb., Chandigarh





      
…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 03/14
ORDER 

Present:  
Mr. Manjit Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Ravinder Singh, MVI, on behalf of the respondent. 



The representative of the PIO submitted the information during the hearing to the Commission and a copy of the same was provided to the appellant to his satisfaction.  

                       As far the information is concerned, the case is closed. Further, the PIO is yet to furnish response to the show cause notice. The PIO is directed to furnish the same before the next date of hearing, failure to do so would automatically attract penal provisions of the RTI Act.


The case is adjourned to 16.04.2014 at 11.00 AM.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.03.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sh. Vijay Walia,

Vijay Lodge, Rajbaha Road,

Near Hisar Motor,

Patiala.

  
 
 

   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Punjab Building and Other Construction Works, Welfare,

17 Ways Building, Sector 17D

Chandigarh. 
 







 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 166/14

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Vijay Walia, complainant in person.



Mr. Such Singh, Dy, Secy.-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
02.11.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 06.11.2013

Complaint  received in SIC 
:
31.12.2014

Ground for complaint

:
Not  satisfied with the response of the PIO.

Information  sought:- 

Seeks information on three points related to the implementation of the Building and other construction Workers  welfare Act 1996 and other Construction Workers  Cess Act 1996.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 


The respondent-PIO stated that information regarding on point no. 2 and 3 has been provided to the complainant. Regarding information on point no. 1, the PIO stated that there are different PIOs in different districts in the state who are closely  related  and holds the information sought. 
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Complaint Case No. 166/14

                      The complainant is advised to approach the concerned PIOs at concerned districts. If the complainant is not satisfied with the information provided or with the response of the PIOs at district level, he is at liberty to approach the First appellate authority(FAA) and subsequently  can file  second appeal before the State Information Commission. 

Decision:-



In light of above the case is disposed of and closed.  

Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.03.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Gurmeet Singh,

S/o Sh. Sarmakh Singh,

2072, Bhati Mastan Singh Nagar,

Mukatsar.

 



   
 

… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer,

PWD (B&R), Sangrur.

2.
First Appellant Authority,


O/o Estate Officer,


Greater Mohali Area Development Authority, (GAMADA),


Mohali.






      
…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 265/14
ORDER 

Present: 
Mr. Gurmeet Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Deepak Batra, JE, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed on


:   
15.07.2013
PIO replied




:   
Nil 
First appeal filed



:   
29.08.2013
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
06.01.2014
Information sought : 

 
Seeks information on three points related to some development works conducted during 01.04.2010 to 30.05.2013, No of government vehicles and expenditure incurred on petrol and also the photocopy of the cash book for the said period.
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Appeal Case No. 265/14
Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 :
No response, hence denial of information. 

 

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing : 


 

The representative of the respondent-PIO stated that he has supplied the requisite information to the appellant. The appellant also gives in writing that he has received the information and requested that the case be closed.
Decision :



Since the information provided, the case is disposed of and closed.  

Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.03.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Sukrit Sharda.

50/186, Old Shahpur Road,

Pathankot - 145001
 



   
 

… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer,

PWD (B&R) Branch,

Batala - 143506

2.
First Appellant Authority,


O/o Superintending Engineer,


Construction Circle,


PWD (B&R) Branch,


Pathankot.






      
…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 278/14
ORDER  

Present: 
None for the complainant. 



Mr. Ravinder Pal Singh, Supdt.,on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed on


:   26.09.2013


PIO replied




:   No  response

First appeal filed



:   09.11.2013

Second  appeal received  in SIC 
 
:    08.01.2014
Information sought : 

1) Photocopies of cash book from 01.04.2012 to 31.08.2013 in  respect of payment made by the PIO.

2)  List of works as  per work orders with dates from 01.04.2012 To 31.08.2013 along with  the names of  constructors and cost of each work respectively under taken by the PIO’s office  and the list of payments made to them.

3) List of works as per   agreements along with  the names of contractors and cost of each work respectively undertaken by the PIO’s office  during this period and 
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Appeal Case No. 278/14

the list of payments made to constructors by the PIO’s office .

Grounds  for  the 1st & 2nd  appeal
 :
No response from the PIO or FAA.
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing : 



The representative of the respondent-PIO stated that the PIO has supplied the requisite information to the appellant. The appellant has also sent a letter to the Commission through PIO stating that he is satisfied with the information provided and the case be closed.

Decision:-



Since the information provided, the case is disposed of and closed.   

Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.03.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Jasmer Singh,

S/o Sh. Nashib Singh,

VPO – Sohana,

Near Govt. Girls Sr. Sec. School,

Mohali



 



 

… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Estate Officer,

Greater Mohali Area Development Authority, (GAMADA),

Mohali

2.
First Appellant Authority,

O/o Estate Officer, 

Greater Mohali Area Development Authority, (GAMADA),

Mohali







      
…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 249/14 
ORDER 

Present: 
Mr. Jasmer Singh, appellant in person.

Mr. Kusum Kapoor, Supdt.-APIO and Mrs. Mukesh Kaur, Revenue Expert,  on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed on


:   
22.05.2012
PIO replied




:   
Nil 
First appeal filed



:    
03.07.2012

Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
03.01.2014
Information sought : 
 

Seeks information on two points. Seeks an attested copy of the possession letter handed over to you by the Radhaswami Trust while taking possession of his land and also the details of the fruit plantation on the land and if these 
 









 
Contd…2/- 

-2- 
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were auctioned or not along with the details thereof.
Grounds  for  the 1st and 2nd appeal
 
: In complete information provided by 
the complainant.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :- 




The respondent-APIO submitted that the information has been provided to the appellant while the appellant pointed out that the information provided was contradictory. The respondent-APIO provided part of information today also,

                                 The appellant maintains that the information provided was incomplete, incorrect and contradictory. To substantiate his contention, the appellant submitted a letter from GMADA dated 17.12.2013. The letter mentioned that the possession of the land was handed over on 13.05.2011 and there were no plants /tree on the land at the time of handing over the land as the owners of the land had already cut the entire plantation. However, in the possession letter of 13.05.2011 signed by Sub-Divisional Engineer mentions a statement from Mr. Gurmeet  Singh ,Secretary  Radha Swami Satsang that he had taken the possession of the land but was not keen to purchase the movable and immovable  property like plants, tubebwell, wells, houses etc. which suggests of existence of plants at the time of possession. 

                           Thus, the contradictions in the assertions of the PIO are evident Apparently, the PIO has provided incomplete, wrong and contradictory information which  attracts penal action against the PIO u/s 20(1) of RTI the RTI Act.  And the Commission is constrained to issue show cause notice to the PIO.
 

The   PIO  Mrs. Dalbir Kaur, Assistant Estate Officer o/o GMADA, Mohali  is hereby issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on 
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her till the information is actually  furnished.  



The  PIO-respondent   is directed to submit her reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the   imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  She may take note that in case he does not file her written reply and does not avail   herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that she has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against her ex-parte. 



  The respondent-PIO is further directed to be personally present with the reply of show cause notice on the next date of hearing. 

Decision :



The case is adjourned to 16.04.2014 at 11.00 AM.

Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.03.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sh. Jasvir Singh,

S/o Sh. Gyan Singh,

Ward No. 8, Chanalow,

Kurali, District Mohali - 140103 
 

   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Local Govt. Punjab,

Sector – 17, Chandigarh 






 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 224/14

ORDER   
Present: 
Mr. Jasbir Singh, complainant in person.



None for the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
01.10.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 

Complaint  received in SIC 
 
:
06.01.2014

Ground for complaint

:
No response hence denial of information.


Information  sought:-  

 

Seeks action taken report on his complaint dated 05.09.2011 regarding spending of Rs. 13 lac. Information is sought on four points :

A) The officers who conducted the enquiry?

B) Day today report of the enquiry.

C) ATR 

D) The action taken against the erring officers.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 
 

The respondent-PIO is absent. However, he has sent a letter dated 21.02.2014 , diarized in the Commission on 26.02.2014 stating that the information sought by the complainant i.e. action taken report on his complainant dated 15.09.2011 regarding spending of Rs. 13 lac in his village is still under investigation and hence no information could be provided.
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 Since the application is 3 years old as the applicant/ complainant had made a request for probe as back as 05.09.2011. The respondent-PIO cannot get away by simply stating that enquiry on his complaint is still in progress, apparently the PIO is too evasive to be trusted. .   
 

 Moreover, the PIO has failed to respond to the notice of the Commission and today he preferred to abstain also. It shows that he has little regard to the Commission. Also, he had not responded to the RTI application dated 01.10.2013 which should have been responded within one month i.e. before 01.11.2013.  The first communication to the complainant is just of 21.02.2014 i.e. over 100 days over and above the mandated period of 30 days.  The Commission takes a serious note of it and is constrained to issue a show- cause notice to the respondent PIO. 



The   PIO  office of Director Local Govt., Punjab is hereby issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is actually  furnished.  



The  PIO-respondent   is directed to submit his reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the   imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail   himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the 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. 












Contd…3/- 

-3- 

Complaint Case No. 224/14

  

 The respondent-PIO is further directed to be personally present with the reply of show cause notice on the next date of hearing. 

Decision:- 


The case is adjourned to 15.04.2014 at 11.00 AM.
Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.03.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sh. Prem Singh,

S/o Sh. Udham Singh,

Village – Hular Jungath,

Post Office – Bhabbar,

Tehsil & District – Pathankot. 
 

   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer,

P.W.D (B&R), Kali Mata Mandir,

Pathankot.

 






 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 231/14

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Prem Singh, complainant in person.  



Mr. Naresh Kumar, SDO-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent.  

RTI  application filed 

:
18.02.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 

Complaint  received in SIC
 :
18.01.2014

Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.


Information  sought:- 

 

Seeks a copy of his service book. The complainant had retired long back form service of the department.
 Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 


The respondent-PIO stated that the service book of the complainant is not available as it was 29 years old. Since the record is not available, it cannot be provided.                    

                         In his detailed response dated 20.02.2014, the PIO has explained that as per Punjab Govt. Rules, i.e Punjab PWD Code appendix – II, the preservation of 
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record of service book of retired employee is up to 10 years from the date of retirement The complainant retired on 31.05.1985  i.e. 29 years back. So the record is not available being very old.  



Moreover, the PIO had already responded to the RTI application on the day when it was filed. Since the record is not available, the information can’t be  provided. 

Decision:- 
 


In light of above the case is disposed of and closed. 

Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.03.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Harminder Singh,

# 2877, Phase – 7

SAS Nagar (Mohali)


 



 

… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority, (GAMADA),

Mohali

2.
First Appellant Authority,

O/o Estate Officer, 

Greater Mohali Area Development Authority, (GAMADA),

Mohali










      
…Respondents
Appeal Case No. 252/14
ORDER 

Present: 
Mr. Harminder Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Davinder Kumar, SDO-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent.  

RTI  application filed on


:   
26.10.2012

PIO replied




:   
Nil 
First appeal filed



:   
12.12.2012

Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
26.12.2014

Information sought : 

 

Seeks information on 14 points regarding eh violation of bylaws/front  frame Control with regard to  SCF No 134, Phase 7, SAS Nagar, Mohali.
 Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 :
No response, hence denial of information.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing : 




The appellant requests in writing that he would like the case be heard by some other bench. Earlier too, this bench has transferred his cases considering his 
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inappropriate behavior. Therefore, the case is transferred to the Registry to allocate 
the same to some other bench. 

Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.03.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner


Cc: 



Deputy Registrar 



State Information Commission, Pb. 


Chandigarh. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Harminder Singh,

# 2877, Phase – 7

SAS Nagar (Mohali)


 



 

… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority, (GAMADA),

Mohali

2.
First Appellant Authority,

O/o Estate Officer, 

Greater Mohali Area Development Authority, (GAMADA),

Mohali










      
…Respondents
Appeal Case No. 105/14

ORDER 

Present: 
Mr. Harminder Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Davinder Kumar, SDO-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent.  

RTI  application filed on


:   
12.11.2012
PIO replied




:   
Nil 
First appeal filed



:   
03.01.2013
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
26.12.2014
Information sought : 

 

Seeks details on 14 points with regard to violation of building bylaws in respect of SCF 134,Phase 7( Sector-61) SAS Nagar, Mohali.
 Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 :
No response, hence denial of information.
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Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing : 

 

The appellant requests in writing that he would like the case be heard by some other bench. Earlier too, this bench has transferred his cases considering his inappropriate behavior. Therefore, the case is transferred to the Registry to allocate the same to some other bench. 



Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.03.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner


Cc: 



Deputy Registrar 



State Information Commission, Pb. 


Chandigarh. 
