STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Mukand Lal, Press Secretary,

Co-op Societies, Employees Union,

Vill. Mendipur, PO Kulam,

Dist. SBS Nagar

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Audit Officer,

Cooperative Societies,

Kapurthala House,

Jalandhar 

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2468 of 2012

Present
  (i) Sh. Mukand Lal, the Complainant


 (ii) Sh. Jurbhaj Singh, Audit Officer on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
The preliminary objection taken by the Respondent is that it is not a ‘public authority’ within the meaning of Section 2 (h), RTI Act 2005 and, therefore, is under no obligation to provide the information demanded by the Complainant.  
3.
It has been brought to my notice that the issue “whether cooperative societies registered under the Punjab Cooperative Societies Act 1961 are public authorities” is pending adjudication before the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. In the order dated 28.03.2012 (copy enclosed), the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court has stayed the operation of order of State Information Commission made on 10.02.2012 till further orders.
4.
In this view of the matter, I deem it appropriate that the instant complaint is adjourned sine die. The case is, accordingly, adjourned sine die. Copies of the orders be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th  November, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ajay Kumar,

S/o Sh. Raj Kumar,

Teacher Colony, Ward No. 5,

Maur Mandi – 151 509,

Distt. Bathinda 

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secy.,

Local Govt., Punjab,

Mini Sectt. Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1779 of 2012

Present
 : (i) None is present on  behalf of the Complainant



   (ii) Sh. Chotta Lal, APIO on behalf of the Respondent  

ORDER


Heard

2.
Sh. Chotta Lal, APIO appeared on behalf of the PIO and has sought another date. Complainant is absent. He has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence. One more opportunity is given to the Complainant to appear before the Commission and state his case. It is made clear that in case the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing , appropriate order in his absence shall be passed.
3.
On the request of the Respondent, the case is adjourned to 18.12.2012 (11.00 AM). Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th  November, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Smt. Pushpa Devi,

w/o Sher Singh,

# 2184, Sector 71, Mohali

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62,  

Mohali – 160 062 (RTI wing)

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2452 of 2012

Present
  : (i) Sh. Sher Singh, husband of the Complainant 


    (ii) Sh. Amar Singh, JE on behalf of the Respondent 


ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant has authorized Sh. Singh to appear on her behalf. Sh. Sher Singh, Husband of the Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied.

3. In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th  November, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Yashwant Raj Puri, Advocate

Court Complex, Fazilka – 152 123

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62,  

Mohali – 160 062

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2477 of 2012

Present
: 
  (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 



  (ii) Smt. Baljit Kaur, Suptd., on behalf of the Respondent   

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the complete information has already been sent to the Complainant except affidavits. As per the Respondent, this information sought by the Complainant cannot be supplied inasmuch as it is exempt from disclosure under Section 8(i) (j) RTI Act 2005. According to him the information is personal information which has no relationship with any public activity or interest.  
3.
In so far as information demanded by the Complainant, I see no reason why it should be denied. 
4.
In view of the foregoing, I, accordingly, overrule the objection of the Respondent and direct that the information demanded by the Complainant i.e. affidavits be provided to him by the next date of hearing.

5.
Adjourned to 18.12.2012 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th  November, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Manjit Singh,

41, Rishi Vihar,

Majitha Road, Amritsar

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o ADC (Dev.),

Gurdaspur

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2467 of 2012

Present
 (i) Sh. Manjit Singh, the Complainant 



 (ii) Sh. Varinder Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent  

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied.

3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th  November, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Smt. Ranjit Kaur,

W/o Sh. Sukhdev Singh,

# 328, Phase-3/B1, Sector:60,

Shibzada Ajit Singh Nagar.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector:68, Mohali.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1911 of 2012

Alongwith

CC NO. 1912 of 2012

CC NO. 1913 of 2012

Present
  (i) Smt. Ranjit Kaur, the Complainant


 (ii) Sh. Jaspal Singh, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that inspite of the directions of the Commission incomplete information has been provided to her.  She further states that information regarding point No.1 i.e complete list of the 378 allotees and their D.O.B has not been provided to her and information regarding point No. 3 i.e copy of the policy under which these plots were transferred has also not been provided to her.  Respondent is directed to provide the information to the Complainant as sought by her before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
3.
Adjourned to 12.12.2012 (11.00AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-

 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th  November, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Labh Singh,

C/o Akash Enterprise,

Kikar Bazar, Baba Mandir Wali Gali,

Bathinda

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer –cum-

Executive Officer

O/o Nagar Council, Raman,

Distt. Bathinda

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2472 of 2012

Present
  (i) Sh. Darshan Singh, on behalf of the Complainant



 (ii) Sh. Beant Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant has authorized Sh. Darshan Singh to appear on his behalf for today’s hearing as he is unable to attend today’s hearing.  Respondent states that the sought for information has been provided to the Complainant.  Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied.  Copy of the same is taken on record.
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th  November, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Inderjit Singh,

Zand Wali Gali,

Ward No. 4, Near Sabzi Mandi,

Raman, Tehsil Talwandi Sabo,

Distt. Bathinda

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer –cum-

Executive Officer

O/o Nagar Council, Raman,

Distt. Bathinda

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2471 of 2012

Present
  (i) Sh. Darshan Singh, on behalf of the Complainant


 (ii) Sh. Beant Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant has authorized Sh. Darshan Singh to appear on his behalf for today’s hearing as he is unable to attend today’s hearing.  Complainant states that incomplete information has been provided to him.  Respondent states that complete information will be provided to the Complainant today itself.  In case information is not received by the Complainant, he is free to approach the Commission after one month.  
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th  November, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Vikram Kumar,

r/o Kothi No. C- 443,

Thermal Colony, Bathinda

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Registrar, 

Cooperative Societies, Bathinda

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2464 of 2012

Present
  (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


 (ii) Sh. Nirmal Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.     Complainant has sent a fax message that due to illness he can not attend today’s hearing and has sought another date.  Respondent states that the sought for information has already been provided to the Complainant.  Complainant is advised to go through the same and point out the deficiency, if any, in the information provided to the Respondent within one week from the receipt of this order.  It is made clear that in case the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing, appropriate order in his absence shall be passed.
3.
Adjourned to 18.12.2012 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th  November, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jaswinder singh

# 265, Police colony,

Sector 26, Chandigarh

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o SSP,

Hoshiarpur 

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2443  of 2012

Present
  : None for the parties.
ORDER


Inspite of the directions of the Commission to appear for today’s hearing and also to file written reply within a period of 15 days, neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing nor any written reply has been filed.  PIO has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence. 
2.
In view of the foregoing, Respondent is directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.

(iii)
Why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 

3.
Respondent is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. Respondent is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

4.
Adjourned to 18.12.2012 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th  November, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Pawan K. Jain,

1548/9, Gali Malkasan, 

JandialaGuru,

Amritsar

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secy.,

Local Govt., Punjab,

Mini Sectt. Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2454 of 2012

Present
 : (i) None is present on  behalf of the Complainant



   (ii) Sh. Chotta Lal, APIO on behalf of the Respondent  

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant by registered post. Complainant is absent. He was not present even on the last date of hearing. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided. Copy of the notification as submitted by the Respondent today in the Commission be sent to the Complainant alongwith the order.
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th  November, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harjot Singh

83-B, Model Town,

Phagwara - 144401

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary.

Cooperation Punjab, GOP

Mini Sectt., Sector 9, Chandigarh - 160009

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2439 of 2012

Present
  (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant

 
  (ii) Sh Balbir Kumar, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.      Respondent states that the sought for information has already been provided to the Complainant.  Complainant is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.  Complainant is advised to go through the information and point out the deficiency, if any, in the information provided to the Respondent within one week from the receipt of this order.  It is made clear that in case the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing , appropriate order in his absence shall be passed.
3.
Adjourned to 12.12.2012 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th  November, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Smt. Sawinder Kaur,

S/o Late Sh. Chanan Singh,

VPO Bhumbali,

Tehsil and Distt. Gurdaspur 

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Gurdaspur

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2462 of 2012

Present
  : (i) None is present on behalf of the complainant 


    (ii) Sh. Vijay Kumar, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 


ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that complete information has already been sent to the Complainant. Complainant is absent. She has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. One more opportunity is given to the Complainant to appear before the Commission and state his case. It is made clear that in case the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing , appropriate order in her absence shall be passed.
3.
Adjourned to 18.12.2012 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties



Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th  November, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harinder Pal,

# 182, Tarkhana Wala Mohalla

Sunam, Distt. Sangrur

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary, Subordinate Services

Selection Board, Punjab

Forest Complex, Sector 68, Mohali 

Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (Schools), Pb,

Punjab School Education Board Complex

Phase VIII, SAS Nagar 

 






…………………………..Respondent

CC No.  611 of 2012

Present
  (i) Sh. Harinder Pal, the Complainant


 (ii) SH. Kulwant Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent No.2

ORDER


Heard

2.
In the hearing dated 04.09.2012, Respondent No. 2 was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause but in today’s hearing, Sh. Kulwant Singh, Sr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the O/o DPI (Schools), Pb  states that the RTI application of the Complainant is not received in their office and has requested to provide another copy of the RTI application of the Complainant for providing the sought for information.   Last opportunity is given to the Respondent to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause and provide the complete information to the Complainant as sought by him in his RTI application dated 27.12.2011.
3.
Adjourned to 06.12.2012 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th  November, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harbans Singh Dhaliwal,

s/o Sh. Ruldu Singh Dhaliwal

c/o Mistri Mohinder Singh

Sant Attar Singh Nagar

Near Police Line & B/s Malwa School,

Sangrur – 148 001

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab State Warehousing

Corporation Ltd., Sangrur  

 





           …………………………..Respondent

CC No.  691 of 2012

Present
  (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 


  (ii) Smt. Manjit Kaur, General Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Smt. Manjit Kaur, General Assistant appeared and has sought another date. Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. It is made clear that in case the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing , appropriate order in his absence shall be passed. 
2.
On the request of the Respondent, the case is adjourned to 18.12.2012 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties



Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th  November, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Dalip Singh Juneja (Deputy Director Retd.),

K.No. 593, Phase- 2, Mohali

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62,  

Mohali – 160 062

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2049  of 2012

Present
: 
   (i) Sh. Dalip singh Juneja, the Complainant



  (ii) Sh. Satinder Singh, SDO (B), GMADA on behalf of the Respondent    

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied.

4. In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th  November, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Deepak Modgill,

Military Station Card,

Opp. Chanakiya School,

Fazilka - 152123

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer –cum-

Executive Officer

O/o Nagar Council,

Fazilka

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2493  of 2012

Present
 
 (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


 (ii) Om Parkash, Inspector on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the complete information has already been sent to the Complainant. Complainant is absent. He has informed on telephone that  he has received the information after lapse of more than four months. For this the Complainant demands that the Respondent be penalized for the detriment suffered.
3.
 In view of the foregoing, I do not find any substance in request for the imposition of penalty. However there are glaring systemic deficiencies in the office of Nagar Council, Fazilka. Appropriate mechanism has not been provided to keep the record properly by the public authority due to which the information / request under RTI Act, 2005 are not being served properly. Respondent is directed to be careful in future to maintain all their record under the provisions of the RTI Act 2005.
4.
Since, information as per record stands supplied, the case is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th  November, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. D.P.Rattan,

House No.269, Ward NO.4,

Morinda, Ropar.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Financial Commissioner,
Revenue & Rehabilitation.

Pb. Chandigarh.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Ropar

Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner

Ropar

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2488 of 2012

Present
: (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Jagmohan Singh, Suptd. , O/o FCR, Punjab and Yadev Rai Singh, Steno, O/o Commissioner, Rupnagar on behalf of the Respondent 

  ORDER


Heard

2.
Sh. Jagmohan Singh, Suptd. , O/o FCR, Punjab appeared and states that the information has already been sent to the Complainant. Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence. He further states that the remaining information is to be provided by the Commissioner office, Ropar and Deputy Commissioner Office, Ropar. Respondent, O/o FCR Punjab is exempted from further appearance. 
3.
Since, the information is to be provided by the PIO, O/o Commissioner, Ropar and PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ropar.  I, therefore, order that PIO, O/o Commissioner, Ropar be impleaded as Respondent No. 2 and PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ropar be impleaded as Respondent No.3. I further direct that PIO, O/o Commissioner, Ropar and PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ropar should supply the information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing
Contd…P-2

-2-

3.
Adjourned to 18.12.2012 (11.00AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.

Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th  November, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Bhagwant Singh

S/o Kartar Singh

Baba Bujha Singh Bhawan,

Court Road, Mansa

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Local Govt., Punjab

Juneja Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o Director Local Govt., Punjab

Juneja Building, Sector 17

Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

AC  No.  647 of 2012

Present

(i) None is appeared on behalf of the Appellant



(ii) Sh. Rohit Aggarwal, Legal Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant has informed on telephone that he has received the information but he has sought another date.

3.
On the request of the Appellant, the case is adjourned to 05.12.2012 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th  November, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Raghbir Singh

# 368, Block-A, Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary Food Supply & Consumer Affairs,

Punjab, Civil Sectt.. Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 651 of 2012

Present
  (i) Sh. Raghbir Singh, the Complainant


 (ii) Sh. Chiman Lal, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has received all the information except copy of the chargsheet sanctioned from the Minister.  Respondent states that the same will be provided to the Complainant within one week. Respondent is directed to provide the above said information to the Complainant within one week, failing which action under section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005.  In case information is not received by the Complainant, he is free to approach the Commission after one month.  

3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th  November, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Madan Lal,

Jain Niwas, # 20204,

Gali – 18, Parinda Road, 

Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Bathinda – 151001 (Punjab)

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Nagar Nigam, Bathinda

First Appellate Authority 

O/o Nagar Nigam, Bathinda

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1164  of 2012

Present
 
 (i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant



 (ii) Sh. Kishor Chand Bansal, SDO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has been sent to the Appellant.  The perusal of the file shows that the Appellant has demanded information from the PIO, O/o Nagar Nigam, Bathinda on 17 points dated 06.02.2012. The Appellant, thereafter, filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority (FAA) on 06.03.2012. During the first appeal on 07.05.2012, Appellant was satisfied with the information except three points i.e. 7, 8 and 17. 

3.
We have carefully perused the documents on record which shows that the information regarding point no. 7, 8 and 17 was again sent to the Appellant on 01.06.2012. Appellant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. The Appellant was not present even on the last date of hearing. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided.


3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th  November, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Tarsem Jindal,

S/o Kastoor chand 

r/o K.No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala, Tehsil and Distt. Barnala

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue, Punjab,

Chandigarh 

Public Information Office,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mansa.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1239 of 2012

Present
  (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Arun Kumar Kaushal, Sr. Assistant O/o FCR, Pb and Sh. Inderjeet Singh, Jr. Assistant O/o D.C, Mansa on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.     In the hearing dated 04.09.2012, Respondent No.2 was directed to provide the sought for information to the Complainant.  In today’s hearing, Sh. Inderjeet Singh, Jr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the O/o Deputy Commissioner, Mansa states that the sought for information has already been provided to the Complainant.  Complainant is absent.  He was absent even on the last hearing also.  It is made clear that in case the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing , appropriate order in his absence shall be passed.
3.
Adjourned to 29.11.2012 (11.00AM) for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th  November, 2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sushil Kumar,

S/o Sh. Nand Lal,

Plot No. 13, Bus Stand,

Malerkotla.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secy.,

Local Govt., Mini Sectt.,

Pb.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2736 of 2012

Present

(i) Sh. Sushil Kumar, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Chotta Lal, APIO, O/o Local Govt. Punjab and Sh. Maninder Pal Singh Suptd., O/o MC, Malerkotla on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has received all the sought for information except point no. 4. Respondent is directed to provide the information pertaining to point no. 4 to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 18.12.2012 (11.00AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 6th  November, 2012

