STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Bahadur Singh,

S/o Lt. Sh. Gajan Singh,

#128, Saini Mohalla,

Village & Post Office Balongi,

Tehsil & District Ajitgarh.





 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

PUDA  Bhawan, Mohali.






 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1209/14

ORDER
Present: 
None for the complainant.


Mr. Parkash Chand, Sr. Assistant, on the behalf of the respondent.

RTI  application filed 

:
06.03.21014

PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil

Complaint  received in SIC
 
:
16.04.2014

Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.

Information  sought:- 

 
 Seeks information on the land acquired by PUDA/GMADA out of the common village land of Balongi.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 



The representative of respondent-PIO stated that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant vide his letter dated 21.05.2014 by hand. Also, the respondent PIO had obtained an acknowledgement of the same from the complainant on another copy of the letter and he submitted a copy of the same to the  Commission which was taken on record.
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Decision:- 

 
Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed. 

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 28.05.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Bahadur Singh,

S/o Lt. Sh. Gajan Singh,

#128, Saini Mohalla,

Village & Post Office Balongi,

Tehsil & District Ajitgarh.





   
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

Mohali.








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.-1210/14

ORDER
Present:
 None for the parties. 

RTI  application filed 

:
06.03.2014

PIO’s  response


:    
Nil 

Complaint  received in SIC
 :
16.04.2014

Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.

Information  sought:- 

 
Seeks information regarding acquisition of common village land of Balongi.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 



None appeared from either of the parties. The complainant has filed two complainant cases CC no. 1209 of 2014 and CC no. 1210 of 2014.  In CC no. 1209 of 2014, the respondent-PIO has provided the requisite information to the complainant to his satisfaction.  After perusal of his RTI application in CC no. 1210 of 2014, the Commission found that the information sought by the complainant is similar. Therefore, as the information stands supplied to the complainant in CC no. 1209 of 2014, there is no need to supply information in this case. Hence, the instant complaint case is dismissed.
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Decision:- 



T he complainant case is dismissed and closed. 

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 28.05.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Lakhwinder Singh Multani,

270 Choti Baradari, Part -2,

Jalandhar





   
 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o PUDA, Opposite DC Complex,

Jalandhar

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o PUDA, Opposite DC Complex,

Jalandhar







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1493/14

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Lakhwinder Singh Mulatani, appellant in person.


Mr. Ashok Kumar, Sr. Astt., on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed on


:   
20.12.2013
PIO replied




:   
Nil

First appeal filed



:   
28.01.2014
Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
15.04.2014
Information sought : 


Seeks information on three point regarding construction in  Chhoti Baradari Part 1&Part 2.
Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 :
No response, hence denial of 








information.
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :- 



Today the PIO Mr. Satpal had deputed a person who was neither conversant with the facts of the case nor with the RTI Act. He stated that the appellant should seek information from other public authorities but the respondent PIO has neither transferred the RTI application nor sought assistance u/s 5(4) of the RTI Act.     
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                     Evidently, the PIO has failed to discharge his duties within the stipulated period and the onus of collecting the information is on the respondent-PIO. The PIO is directed to collect the information whatever source available and provide the copy of the same to the appellant. The representative of the respondent-PIO also assured the Commission that he will provide the requisite information to the appellant within next two working days.



The appellant stated that he had filed the RTI application on 20.12.2013 but till date he has not received the information and he sought  compensation. The Commission found that the case is fit for compensation and awards a compensation of Rs. 750/- (Seven Hundred Fifty Only) to the appellant to be paid by the public authority, through bank draft or cheque before the next date of hearing. 
 

 Since the information has not been provided to the appellant nor the PIO has transferred the RTI application as per the RTI Act , the commission deems  it  fit to issue show cause notice to the PIO. 

The   PIO  Mr. Satpal, SDO office of PUDA, Jalandhar 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 respondent-PIO   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. 
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The PIO is further directed to be present on the next date of hearing along with the information and reply of show cause notice. 


Decision :



The case is adjourned to 05.06.2014 at 10.00 AM.

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 28.05.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Lakhwinder Singh Multani,

270 Choti Baradari, Part -2,

Jalandhar





   
 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o PUDA, Opposite DC Complex,

Jalandhar

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o PUDA, Opposite DC Complex,

Jalandhar







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1494/14

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Lakhwinder Singh Mulatani, appellant in person.



Mr. Ashok Kumar, Sr. Astt., on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed on


:   
14.12.2013

PIO replied




:   
Nil

First appeal filed



:   
27.01.2014

Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
16.04.2014

Information sought : 


Seeks information regarding construction of unauthorized basements in commercial booths and shops cum flats in Baradari Part I & Part II.

Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 :
No response, hence denial of 








information.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :-



The representative of the respondent-PIO provided the requisite information to the appellant during the course of hearing. The appellant also conceded that he has received the requisite information to his satisfaction. 
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Decision :
 

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: 28.05.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Mahesh Kumar,

S/o Sh. Hukumat Rai,

R/o Laxmi Gift Palace,

Shaheed Bhagat Singh Road,

Barnala.






   
 
  … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Sangrur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1495/14

ORDER
Present:
 None for the appellant. 


Mrs. Satwant Kaur, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed on


:   
12.09.2013

PIO replied




:   
Nil

First appeal filed



:   
21.02.2014

Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
16.04.2014

Information sought : 


Seeks action taken report on two complaints filed by him against Mohan Lal Sharma, District Board  Sangrur on 27.02.2013 and 09.04.2013.
Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 :
No response, hence denial of 








information.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :-
 

The appellant sought adjournment of the case to some other date as he was  to attends to some other court matter today. The PIO has deputed a lower level 
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officer who was  not conversant facts of the case. The Commission takes a serious note of it.  

                             Also the PIO Ms. Poonam Deep Kaur, SDM has submitted a letter dated 26.05.2014 wherein she has explained the delay in furnishing information stating that  the appellant had been informed that enquiry into his complaint dated 05.09.2013 was  in progress and the information could  only be supplied after the completion of the enquiry.
                         However,  in the same letter she has mentioned that since the enquiry is complete now the same could be procured from DC, Sangrur. 
                        The PIO has not transferred the RTI application to the DC Sangrur therefore the onus of providing the information was on her only. Instead of providing the information, the respondent PIO absolved herself of the responsibility of providing the information and passed on the buck to her senior officers.

                      The Commission takes a serious note of it and the Commission is constrained to issue show cause notice to the respondent-PIO. 
 

The   PIO  Ms. Poonam Deep Kaur, SDM Sangrur 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 respondent-PIO   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 his written 
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reply and does not avail   himself 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 present on the next date of hearing along with the information and reply to the show cause notice. Also, a copy of the information too should be provided to the appellant before the date of hearing. 


Decision :



The case is adjourned to 24.06.2014 at 10.00 AM.

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 28.05.2014    

   

    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 Director ,Local Govt., Punjab,

2nd Floor, Juneja Building,

SCO 131-132, Sector 17 , Chd.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Local Govt., Punjab,

2nd Floor, Juneja Building,

SCO 131-132, Sector 17 , Chd.




 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1515/14

ORDER
Present:
 Mr. Ramandeep Singh, appellant in person.



 Mr. R.K. Garg, CVO-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed on


:   
10.12.2013

PIO replied




:   
07.03.2014

First appeal filed



:   
05.03.2014

Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
16.04.2014

Information sought : 


Seeks information on seven points regarding action taken report on a complaint filed on 18.05.2013 against contractor MS Wali Construction Block and Arun Kumar.
Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 :
No response , hence denial of 








information.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing : 


 

The respondent-PIO stated that the information has been provided to the 
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appellant on 03.01.2014, through registered post. The appellant also conceded that he has received the information to his satisfaction. The appellant sought some clarification which too were addressed by the PIO during the hearing. 
Decision :

 

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: 28.05.2014    

   

    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 The Secretary, 

 Local Government, Punjab,

Chandigarh

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Secretary, 

Local Government, Punjab,

Chandigarh.
3. 
Public Information Officer, 

Municipal Corporation, 


Khanna. 







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1516/14

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia, appellant in person. 

Mr. Taranjeet Singh, Assistant-cum-APIO o/o Secy. Local Govt. Pb. Mr.  Major Singh, JE and Mr. Surinder Kumar, Draftsman o/o MC, Khanna, on behalf of the respondents. 

RTI  application filed on


:   
16.01.2014

PIO replied




:   
Nil

First appeal filed



:   
05.03.2014

Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
16.04.2014

Information sought :-
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Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 :
No response, hence denial of 








information.
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing : 
 

The respondent-APIO stated that the respondent PIO had not received the original RTI application and he came to know of the RTI application only on the receipt of the Commission’s notice on 09.05.2014. Immediately the PIO  transferred the RTI application to the office of MC, Khanna. 
                      The APIO in the o/o MC Khanan  Mr. Major Singh sought more time to provide the requisite information. Granted.

                             Since the RTI application has been transferred, the PIO in the o/o     M.C Khanna is impleaded as respondent No3 in the instant case and is directed to supply the information. Granted.


Decision :

 

The case is adjourned to 03.06.2014 at 10.00 AM. 

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 28.05.2014    

   

    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. Surmukh Singh,

District President Anti-Corruption,

2072, Bhai Mastan Singh Nagar,

Shri Mukatsar Sahib.




 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Central Works Division,

B & R, Branch,

Pathankot. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Superintending Engineer,

PWD B & R,

Amritsar.







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1486/14


ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Gurmeet Singh, appellant in person.


None for the respondent. 

RTI  application filed on


:   
20.12.2013
PIO replied




:   
Nil
First appeal filed



:   
03.02.2014
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
17.04.2014
Information sought : 


Seeks funds received by the division under various schemes like PMGMY or Nabard during 01.04.2011 to 30.11.2013.

Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 :


No response, hence denial of information. The FAA only directed the PIO to provide information without bothering for compliance of his orders nor he summoned both the parties or passed any speaking orders.
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Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing : 
 

The respondent-PIO is absent without intimation to the Commission. The PIO has neither provided the information nor sent any representative to attend the Commission’s proceedings. It shows that the PIO has little regard to the Commission. The Commission takes a serious note of it and is constrained to issue show cause notice to the PIO for not providing the information till date. 

 
 
The   PIO office of Superintending Engineer, Central Works Division, PWD (B&R), Amritsar 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 respondent-PIO   is directed to submit his/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.  He/She may take note that in case he does not file his / her written reply and does not avail   himself / herself 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/her ex-parte. 
 

The PIO is further directed to be present on the next date of hearing along with the information and reply of show cause notice. 
 



The case is adjourned to 26.06.2014 at 10.00 AM. 

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 28.05.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Rajesh Kumar Agnihotri,

38, Green Avenue Colony, 

Basti Peer Daad Road, 

Jalandhar.






    

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Jalandhar Development Authority,

PUDA Complex, 

Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Jalandhar Development Authority,

PUDA Complex, 

Jalandhar.







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1477/14

ORDER
Present: 
None for the parties. 
RTI  application filed on


:   
16.12.2013

PIO replied




:   
23.01.2014/16.01.2014

First appeal filed



:   
27.01.2014

Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
15.04.2014

Information sought : 


Seeks information on 19 points regarding residential towers/villas/commercial/townships projects Jalandhar Heights developed by AGI INFRA LTD Builders and Developers.

Ground  for  the Ist appeal


 :


Information denied on point No2 to 19. Also, the PIO advised the appellant to inspect the records.

Ground  for  the IIst appeal


 :
No response from the FAA.
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Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing : 


 
None appeared from either of the parties. However, the appellant has requested  adjournment as he was unable to attend the proceedings today and added that he has not been provided information even after he had inspected the records and identified the documents. The Commission takes a serious note of it and deemed it  fit to issue show cause notice to respondent-PIO.

 
The   PIO office of Jalandhar Development Authority, Jalandhar 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 respondent-PIO   is directed to submit his/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.  He/She may take note that in case he does not file his / her written reply and does not avail   himself / herself 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/her ex-parte. 

 

The PIO is further directed to be present on the next date of hearing along with the information and reply of show cause notice. 
 


Decision :

 

The case is adjourned to 26.06.2014 at 10.00 AM.
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 28.05.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

S/o Late Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot.






   
 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub Divisional Officer,

Construction Sub Division No. 1, PWD B & R, Division,

Mukatsar

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Executive Engineer, PWD B & R,

Mukatsar







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1287/14

ORDER

Present: 
None for the appellant. 

Mr. Naveen Kumar, SDO-APIO alongwith Mr. Kuldeep Sigh, ASDC, on  behalf of the respondent. 

 
The respondent-APIO stated that he has provided the requisite information to the appellant.  Today the appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission. The respondent-PIO has filed the reply of show cause notice. In light of his response to the show cause notice, the further proceedings are dropped.  
Decision :



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: 28.05.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal

10904, Basant Road

Ind-Area B Miller Ganj 

Ludhiana,-141003


 

  

 
   … Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner

Ludhiana 

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner


Ludhiana 






  
…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 892/14

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Balbir Aggarwal, appellant in person.



Mr. Hrsimaran Singh, Tehsildar-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 



The representative of the PIO stated that the information has been provided to the appellant. The appellant conceded that he has received the information which related to 1945-46.  However, he was agitated arguing that earlier the contentious land was not in the possession of the government but was owned by some private individual but he failed to provide any proof or document to support his contention.

                     The respondent-PIO stated that the record lying in his office shows that the contentious land where a police station stands today has been in the name of Punjab government since 1945-46. 

                      The appellant is at liberty to approach appropriate legal forum if he has any document or  evidence that the said land had been in illegally encroached by the Punjab government / Punjab Police. 
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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: 28.05.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ashok Kumar Sharma

H.No. 398,

Urban Estate Phagwara,

Distt. Kapurthla.



 

  

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Additional Chief Administrator, 

Jalandhar Development Authority,

Jalandhar  

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Additional Chief Administrator, 

Jalandhar Development Authority,

Jalandhar







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 964/14

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Ashok Kumar, appellant in person.


None for the respondent. 



The appellant stated that he has not received the information till date. The respondent-PIO is directed to provide the requisite information to the appellant within fortnight and to be personally present on the next date of hearing. Otherwise the Commission would invoke stringent provisions as prescribed under the RTI Act. 
 

The case is adjourned to 26.06.2014 at 10.00 AM.
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 28.05.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Rajinder Singh,

180, Harinder Nagar, Tripuri, 

Patiala.




   

 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Estate Officer, 

Patiala Development Authority,

Patiala
2.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o PUDA, 

Policy Branch, Mohali.
3.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Additional Chief Administrator,  

Patiala Development Authority 



Patiala.







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 990/14

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Rajinder Singh, appellant in person.

Mr. Rakesh Kumar, EO-cum-PIO and Mr. Mahinder Singh, Former EO- cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 

 

The respondent-PIO stated that the information sought by the appellant is related to the PIO office of PUDA, Policy Branch, Mohali and he had transferred the same to the PUDA, Mohali. The PIO office of PUDA, Policy Branch, Mohali is impleaded as respondent no. 2. The respondent PIO  no 2 is directed to provide the requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing and to be present on the next date fixed. 


The case is adjourned to 26.06.2014 at 10.00 AM.
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 28.05.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

