STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 
Sh. Ajit Singh Randhawa,

H. No. 303, Chotti Barradari – 2,

Jalandhar.





   

 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Jalandhar Development Authority,

Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Jalandhar Development Authority,

Jalandhar.







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 2803/14
Order

Present:
Mr. Ajit Singh Randhawa, appellant in person.


Mr. Gurjaint Singh, PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 



In compliance to the Commission’s directions dated 30.10.2014, the PIO furnished the information during the hearing itself. The appellant expressed satisfaction over the same and submitted it in written and requested the commission to close the case. 


Since the information stands supplied, the case is closed and disposed of. 
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Gurbaksh Singh,

S/o Lt. Sh. Kroda Sing,

H. No. 802, Village – Mator,

Tehsil & Distt – Mohali.



   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

Mohali.








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 2511/14
Order

Present:
Mr. Gurbaksh Singh, complainant in person.



None for the respondent. 



The respondent PIO is absent. The case could not be taken up in her absence. The Commission takes serious note of it and is constrained to issue show cause notice. 



The  PIO – respondent Ms. Dalbir Kaur, Estate Officer, GMADA    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 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 
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the next date of hearing.  She may take note that in case she 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 PIO is further directed to be personally present with a copy of the information supplied at the next date of hearing.


The case is adjourned to 09.12.2014 at 10.00 A.M.
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 
Sh. Rajiv Kumar

H. No. 2444-B, Sector 39 C,

Chandigarh.




   

 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary Local Government Punjab,

Branch - 1, Punjab Mini Secretariat - 2,

Sector 9, Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Secretary Local Government Punjab,

Room No. 414, 4th Floor,

Punjab Mini Secretariat – 2, 

Sector 9, Chandigarh. 





 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 2734/14
Order

Present:
Mr. Rajiv Kumar, appellant in person.


Mr. Inderjeet Singh, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent. 



In compliance to the Commission’s directions, the PIO provided the information to the appellant but the appellant pointed out some deficiencies as number of pages supplied were not readable while some others were not attested. Besides, in some pages, the vital notings were concealed while photo-coping the documents.
                  The PIO is directed to get records inspected on a mutually agreed date and time within next ten days and provide the requisite information as available in the record and attest the same. 
                 The appellant was agitated that he had filed his RTI application on 18.01.2014 and failed to get any response within stipulated period of 30 days. Thereafter, he filed his First appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 11.02.2014 and second appeal before the commission on 05.09.2014. Finally, incomplete information was furnished only on 3.10.2014.

                Since the information has been inordinately delayed, the Secretary Local Government, Punjab is directed to furnish the list of PIOs during this calendar year on the next date of hearing so that the responsibility could be fixed for the delayed furnishing of information. The representative of the PIO had stated that there had been 
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frequent transfers of PIOs and the present PIO can’t be held responsible for the lapses of his predecessors.



For the present ,the  respondent – PIO Mr. Baljinder Singh in the o/o Secretary Local Government, 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 persona 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/her ex-parte. 



  The PIO is further directed to be personally present with a copy of the information supplied at the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to 09.12.2014 at 10.00 A.M.
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Raman Bala,

# 122, Ganesh Nagar,

Basti Nau,

Jalandhar City.





   
 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab,

Mini Secretariat,

Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab,

Mini Secretariat,

Chandigarh. 







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 2217/14
ORDER

Present:
None for the appellant.



Mr. Inderjeet Singh, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent. 



The appellant is absent and the case could not be taken up in her absence. She has sent an e-mail message diarized in the Commission on 11.11.2014 wherein she had sought an adjournment.
The case is adjourned to 09.12.2014 at 10.00 A.M.
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 
Sh. Rajiv Kumar

H. No. 2444-B, Sector 39 C,

Chandigarh.




   

 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary Local Government Punjab,

Branch - 1, Punjab Mini Secretariat - 2,

Sector 9, Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Secretary Local Government Punjab,

Room No. 414, 4th Floor,

Punjab Mini Secretariat – 2, 

Sector 9, Chandigarh. 





 …Respondents
Appeal Case no. 2742/14
Order

Present:
Mr. Rajiv Kumar, appellant in person.



Mr. Inderjeet Singh, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent. 



The representative of the PIO stated that the information has been sent to the appellant by post but the appellant states that he did not receive any information, maybe it is in transit. The appellant is advised to point out deficiencies after perusing the information on its receipt and the respondent PIO would be duty bound to make up for the deficiencies before the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to 09.12.2014 at 10.00 A.M.
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



   Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 
Sh. Rajiv Kumar

H. No. 2444-B, Sector 39 C,

Chandigarh.




   

 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary Local Government Punjab,

Branch - 1, Punjab Mini Secretariat - 2,

Sector 9, Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Secretary Local Government Punjab,

Room No. 414, 4th Floor,

Punjab Mini Secretariat – 2, 

Sector 9, Chandigarh. 





 …Respondents
Appeal Case no. 2743/14
Order
Present:
Mr. Rajiv Kumar, appellant in person.


Mr. Inderjeet Singh, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent. 



The representative of the PIO stated that the information has been sent to the appellant by post but the appellant states that he did not receive any information may be it is in transit. The appellant is advised to point out deficiencies after perusing the information on its receipt and the respondent PIO would be duty bound to make up for the deficiencies  before the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to 09.12.2014 at 10.00 A.M.
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

S/o Lt. Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opposite Water Tank,

Municipal Market Mission Road,

Pathankot.





   

 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub Divisional Officer,

Provincial Sub Division PWD B & R,

Gidderbaha, District – Shri Mukatsar Sahib.   

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Executive Engineer, 

PWD B & R, Gidderbaha 

District – Shri Mukatsar Sahib. 
  



 …Respondents
Appeal Case no. 2769/14
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



Mr. Harpreet Singh, SDE-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent. 



The APIO stated that the information has been sent to the appellant on 06.06.2014 and again on 20.10.2014 by ordinary post. The PIO is directed to send the same by registered post once again within five working days. 
The case is adjourned to 09.12.2014 at 10.00 A.M.
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 
Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

S/o Lt. Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opposite Water Tank,

Municipal Market Mission Road,

Pathankot.





   


   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub Divisional Officer,

Construction Sub Division No. 2,

PWD B & R, Malout,   

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Executive Engineer,

PWD B & R, Gidderbaha.  

Distt- Shri Mukatsar Sahib.
 




 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 2770/14
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



Mr. Harpreet Singh, SDE-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent. 



The APIO stated that the information has been sent to the appellant on 21.07.2014 and again on 27.10.2014 by ordinary post. The PIO is directed to send the same by registered post once again within five working days. 
The case is adjourned to 09.12.2014 at 10.00 A.M.
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 
Sh. Sumant Kumar,

S/o Sh. Vishav Bhushan,

H. No. 4102, Kila Road,

Bathinda  





   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar, 

Bathinda. 








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 2632/14
Order

Present:
Mr. Sumant Kumar, complainant in person. 


Mr. Manoj Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent. 



The representative of the PIO stated that the information has been provided to the complainant. The complainant conceded the same. 



The case is closed and disposed of. 



Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Prem Badhwa,

S/o Sh. Godha Ram,

R/o H.No. 110, Ward No. 16,

Neelgarh Mohala,  Samana,

Tehsil – Samana, Distt – Patiala. 





   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Manager,

PUNSUP,

Sangrur.  

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o PUNSUP,

Chandigarh. 







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 2612/14
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



Mr. Akshay, Deputy DM-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 



The PIO stated that the information has already been provided to the appellant. Also, the appellant was advised to visit the o/o of PIO on 30.10.2014 but the appellant failed to turn up for inspection of records. Again, the appellant was requested to inspect the record on 10.11.2014 but again he did not keet the appointment.



Since the appellant has failed to inspect the record twice, he had forfeited the right to inspect records in the instant case. Moreover, the PIO stated that the entire information, even related to record which the appellant intended to inspect has been supplied. Also, the appellant preferred to abstain for today’s hearing without intimation to the Commission only reinforces the assumption that he had received the entire information to his satisfaction. 


In the light of above, the case is closed and disposed of. 
Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Dr. Yogeshwar Saini,

S/o Lt. Sh. Bhagat Ram Saini,

70-C, Taylor Road,

Amritsar.




   

 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Financial Commissioner (Revenue) Punjab,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Financial Commissioner (Revenue), Punjab,

Chandigarh.







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 2877/14
Order

Present:
None for the parties.



Both the parties are absent for the second consecutive hearing without any intimation.


For non-prosecution, the case is dismissed. 
Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 
Sh. Sachin Kumar,

S/o Lt. Sh. Mangat Ram,

H.No. 7002, Ranjit Press Gali,

Mehna Chownk, Bathinda. 



   
 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub Division Magistrate,

Bathinda.








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 2615/14

ORDER
Present:
None for the complainant. 



Mr.  Manoj Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent. 



The representative of the PIO stated that the information had been provided to the complainant. The complainant conceded that he had received the information and was satisfied with the same. Also, he gave in writing that the case be closed. 

The case is closed and disposed of. 
Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



  Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Sachin Kumar,

S/o Lt. Sh. Mangat Ram,

H.No. 7002, Ranjit Press Gali,

Mehna Chown, Bathinda.  





 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar, 

Bathinda. 








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 2631/14

ORDER
Present:
None for the complainant. 



Mr. Manoj Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the respondent.



In the instant case, the complainant sought information through his RTI application dated 20.07.2013. The PIO has supplied a part of information on 20.10.2014. The Commission takes a serious view of it and is constrained to issue  a show cause notice to the PIO for such a delay in furnishing even a part of the requisite information. 


The  PIO – respondent Mr. Ikbal Singh, Tehsildar, Bathinda,    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
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 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. 



  The PIO is further directed to be personally present with a copy of the information supplied at the next date of hearing.


The case is adjourned to 09.12.2014 at 10.00 A.M.
Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia,

Ward No. 12, Street No 2, Kartar Nagar,

Near Mann Market, Amloh Road,

Khanna, District – Ludhiana. 



    

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Directorate of Local Government Punjab,

SCO 131-132, Sector 17 C,

Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Secretary to Government Punjab, 

Department of Local Government Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh. 





 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 2887/14
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



Mr. Surjit Singh, Establishment Officer, in the o/o FAA, on behalf of the 


respondent. 


None for the parties. 
                     Mr. Surjit Singh, in the o/o First Appellant Authority, stated that he had summoned both the parties thrice but each time, while the representative of the PIO attended the hearing, the appellant preferred not to turn up.

                   The appellant is absent today. However, he has sent an email letter diarized in the Commission on 12.11.2014 wherein, he has stated that he had received the information from the PIO MC Khanna. Also, he mentioned that the part of information was not certified. Besides, he preferred to file a fresh RTI application for some pending information. 
                  The Commission directed to the PIO to certify the information which he had already provided to the appellant. Also, the appellant has every right to file a fresh RTI application to seek some pending information which he thinks was not provided or to seek any additional or related information notwithstanding disposal of the present case.
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In the light of above, the case is closed and disposed of. 
Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 
Ms. Rekha Rani,

W/o Sh. Mangat Ram,

H. No. 4102, Kila Road, 

Bathinda. 






   

… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub Division Magistrate,

Bathinda.








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 2629/14
ORDER

Present:
None for the complainant.



Mr. Manoj Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the respondent.



The PIO has supplied a part of requisite information on 20.10.2014.  The Commission issued a show cause notice to the PIO for such a delay to provide the information to the complainant. The RTI application had been filed on 10.10.2013 and for over one year there had been no response from the respondent PIO forcing the commission to issue show cause notice to the respondent PIO. 



The  PIO – respondent Mr. Ikbal Singh, Tehsildar, Bathinda,    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
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 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. 



  The PIO is further directed to be personally present with a copy of the information supplied at the next date of hearing.


The case is adjourned to 09.12.2014 at 10.00 A.M.
Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Susheel Chawla,

57/14, Friends Colony,

Opposite DAV College,

Jalandhar






    

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal, Montgornery Guru

Nanak Public School, Adarsh Nagar,

Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal, Montgornery Guru

Nanak Public School, Adarsh Nagar,

Jalandhar.







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1272/14

 





ORDER
Present:
None for the appellant.



Mr. Gaurav Tangri, (Adv), on behalf of the respondent. 


The appellant is absent for the third consecutive hearing. Earlier too, the appellant preferred to abstain repeatedly suggesting that he was not very keen in obtaining information contesting the case.


The respondent educational institution had maintained that it was not a public body within the meaning of section 2(h) of the RTI Act and hence not obliged to furnish information.



The appellant was advised to file his rejoinder to the assertions of the respondent educational institution during hearing on 17.07.2014. However, the appellant failed to file his rejoinder on or before 06.08.2014 and even preferred to abstain. On the next date of hearing i.e on 06.08.2 014 , the appellant turned up but sought more time to file rejoinder.



On 02.09.2014, again the case was adjourned to 17.09.2014 as both the 
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parties abstained. However, a representative of the appellant filed a  rejoinder during hearing on 17.09.2014.



Subsequent to that, the appellant failed to turn up for the three consecutive hearing. As  per the Supreme Court decision in Thalappalam Ser. Coop Bank Limited v State of Kerala , the burden of proving that the respondent institution  is public  authority is on the information seeker.

“The burden to show that a body is owned,  controlled or substantially financed or that a non-government organization is substantially financed directly or indirectly by funds provided by the appropriate government is on the applicant who is seeking information.” 



In the instant case, the appellant has preferred to abstain for the last three hearings after filing his rejoinder suggesting that he was not keen to pursue the case despite the commission’s  warning on 14.102014 that it would be constrained to decide the case ex parte if he failed to turn up on the next date of hearing i.e. on 04.11.2014. Again, he preferred to abstain on 04.11.2014 and the case was deferred to today i.e 13.11.2014, when he again preferred to abstain. 

In the light of above, the case is dismissed for want of prosecution.

 Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



 Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Karandeep Singh Kairon,

National RTI Activists Forum,

7-South Model Gram,

Ludhiana – 2.  






 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary Local Government Punjab,

Chandigarh. 
2.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Commissioner, 

Ludhiana. 

3.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary Local Government Punjab,

Chandigarh.







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 2806/14

ORDER 
Present: 
Mr. Karandeep Singh Kairon, appellant in person.

Mr. Baljinder Singh, Supdt.-cum-PIO, for the respondent no. 1 and Mr. Karamjit Singh, Executive Engg.-cum-PIO and Mr. H.C. Salaria, Noddle PIO, for the respondent no. 2.

 

The respondent PIO stated that he has provided the information to the appellant. The appellant conceded that he had received the information. Also, he has given in writing that he had received the information to his satisfaction and requested that the case be closed.  


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

Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



  Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Karandeep Singh Kairon,

National RTI Activists Forum,

7-South Model Gram,

Ludhiana – 2.  





   

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary Local Government Punjab,

Chandigarh. 
2.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Commissioner, 

Ludhiana. 

3.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary Local Government Punjab,

Chandigarh.







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 2808/14

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Karandeep Singh Kairon, appellant in person.

Mr. Baljinder Singh, Supdt.-cum-PIO, for the respondent no. 1 and Mr.  Surinder Singh, SDO (B&R) for the respondent no. 2.

 

The representative of the PIO sought more time to provide the requisite information. 

The case is adjourned to 20.11.2014 at 10.00 AM.
Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Karandeep Singh Kairon,

National RTI Activists Forum,

7-South Model Gram,

Ludhiana – 2.  





 

   … Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary Local Government Punjab,

Chandigarh. 

2.
Public Information Officer, 

Municipal Corporation, 


Ludhiana. 

3.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary Local Government Punjab,

Chandigarh. 







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 2810/14

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Karandeep Singh Kairon, appellant in person.

Mr. Baljinder Singh, Supdt.-cum-PIO, for the respondent no. 1 and Mr. Parveen Singla,  Executive Engg.-cum-PIO (B&R),Mr. H.C. Salaria, Noddle PIO, for the respondent no. 2.

 

The respondent PIO stated that he had provided the information to the appellant. The appellant conceded that he had received the information. Also, he has given in writing that he had received the information to his satisfaction and requested that the case be closed.  


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

Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 
Sh. Karandeep Singh Kairon,

National RTI Activists Forum,

7-South Model Gram,

Ludhiana – 2.  





   

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary Local Government Punjab,

Chandigarh. 
2.
Public Information Officer, 

Municipal Corporation, 


Ludhiana. 

3.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary Local Government Punjab,

Chandigarh. 







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 2811/14

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Karandeep Singh Kairon, appellant in person.

Mr. Baljinder Singh, Supdt.-cum-PIO, for the respondent no. 1 and none for the respondent no. 2.
 

In defiance to the Commission’s order dated 30.10.2014, the PIO, MC Ludhiana has neither supplied the information nor attended the Commission’s proceedings. It is totally disregard towards the Commission. The head of the department Mr. Pardeep Aggarwal, IAS, Commissioner, MC, Ludhiana should ensure the compliance of the Commission’s directives. A copy of the earlier order dated 30.10.2014 is enclosed for necessary action. 

The case is adjourned to 09.12.2014 at 10.00 AM.











Condt…2/-
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Appeal Case no. 2811/14

Announced in the open court.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
Cc: 


Mr. Pardeep Aggarwal, IAS, 



(Regd.)

Commissioner, MC, Ludhiana.

Encls:  Order dated 30.10.2014.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Karandeep Singh Kairon,

National RTI Activists Forum,

7-South Model Gram,

Ludhiana – 2.  





   

    … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary Local Government Punjab,

Chandigarh. 
2.
Public Information Officer, 

Municipal Corporation, 


Ludhiana. 

3.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary Local Government Punjab,

Chandigarh. 







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 2812/14

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Karandeep Singh Kairon, appellant in person.

Mr. Baljinder Singh, Supdt.-cum-PIO, for the respondent no. 1 and Mr.  Surinder Singh, SDO (B&R) for the respondent no. 2.

 

The representative of the PIO  sought more time to provide the requisite information. 
The case is adjourned to 20.11.2014 at 10.00 AM.
Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 13.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
