STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Vijay Kumar,

Village Udhanwal,

Tehsil Balachaur,

Distt. Nawanshahr






  …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commandant,

Police Commando Training School,

Quila Bahadurgarh,

Patiala.  







… Respondent

CC- 3205/12

ORDER

Present :
None for the  complainant.



Mr. Ram Parkash, Inspector, for the Respondent.





   ----
RTI  application filed on

:   04.09.2012 & 26.09.2012.

PIO replied



:   03.10.2012.

Complaint  received  in State
:   18.10.2012.

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 



Seeks  information  on nine  points related to his suspension.

Grounds  for  appeal :  



Denial  of  information.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



The  complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission .



Two sets  of  RTI application dated  September 04 and September 19, 2012 are addressed to the Police  Commandant, Commando Training  School, Quila Bahadurgarh, Patiala,  who informed the  complainant that he was not PIO and  not associated with the  RTI work.  He informed the complainant 
-2-

that  Punjab Govt.   vide its letter dated  23.02.2006 had appointed  Inspector General of Police Commando, Punjab, Bahadurgarh, Patiala as the PIO  and application should be addressed  to the concerned PIO.  Since he is not PIO, he is not authorized  to transfer the application under Section 6(3).  



The complainant is advised  to make a formal request under the RTI Act  to  the appropriate  PIO  who is duty-bound  to respond to the RTI application.

Decision.



Accordingly, 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: 10.12.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.



P.S.  


After the order was  dictated in the open court, Mr. Vijay Kumar, complainant, appeared.  He  was read out the  above order.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



           (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 10.12.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 


Dr. Pardeep Dutta


s/o Dr. P.K. Dutta,


A-2, Kailash Colony,


New Delhi-110048






             …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 


O/o Senior Supdt. of Police,

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o I.G.P. Zonal I,

Patiala.






      …Respondents 

AC- 1523/2012

ORDER

Present :
None for the appellant.

Mr. Hakim Singh, H.C., and Mr. Rupinder Singh, S.I., for the Respondents.




----  
RTI  application filed on

:   08.06.2012.
PIO replied



:   28.06.2012.
First appeal filed


:   14.07.2012

First Appellate Authority’s order
:  ---

Second  appeal received  in
:  17.10.2012.

State Information Commission on.
Information sought : 


Seeks information on two points regarding charge sheet No. 524/2011 against  Sahib Singh 2350 /Ptl   and charge sheet No.525 against  Jeewan Singh.  (1) Certified copy of reply by these two police  personnel to the charge sheet.  (2) Certified copy of the orders passed by the SSP, Patiala after receipt of reply from these two police personnel.  (3) Certified copies of the file 
-2-

notings of the SP office on  his application dated 11.06.2011 addressed to SSP, Patiala.

Grounds  for  appeal :  



Incomplete information.



Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :


The appellant is absent  today and he has sought  exemption from personal appearance as he is unable to attend the hearing because of exams of his children.



The Respondent is advised to supply specific information as demanded in RTI application.  The appellant has pointed out that he has sought the response of the MHC Sahib Singh’s charge-sheet.  What he has been supplied  has no mention  of the charge-sheet therein.  Also he seeks action  taken by the SSP on the response of the MHC.  Information be supplied within a week to the appellant.

Decision.



With these directions, the case is adjourned   to 26.12.2012  at 11.00 A.M.



Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.



           (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 10.12.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 


Dr. Pardeep Dutta


s/o Dr. P.K. Dutta,


A-2, Kailash Colony,


New Delhi-110048






             …Appellant 
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer 


O/o Senior Supdt. of Police,

Patiala.
2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o I.G.P. Zonal I,

Patiala.






      …Respondents 

AC- 1522/2012

ORDER
Present :
None for the appellant.

Mr. Hakim Singh, H.C., and Mr. Rupinder Singh, S.I., for the Respondents.




----  
RTI  application filed on

:   06.06.2012.
PIO replied



:   31.07.2012.
First appeal filed


:   14.07.2012  &  11.08.2012.

First Appellate Authority’s order
:  ---

Second  appeal received  in
:  17.10.2012.

State Information Commission on.
Information sought : 


Seeks  certified  copy of entries made in roznamcha, PS City Rajpura  on 6.09.2009  vide  entries from 32 to 39   and from  01 to 08  which is kept in the  VRK  Branch  of the  C/O  SSP, Patiala.
Grounds  for  appeal :  
-2-



No response within stipulated period. (2) Though the FAA ordered to supply the requisite information, the PIO failed to supply the documents.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :


The appellant is absent  today and he has sought  exemption from personal appearance as he is unable to attend the hearing because of exams of his children.


The appellant has pointed out deficiencies in the PIO’s response.  The Respondent is directed to make up for the deficiencies  within a week and inform the appellant.
Decision.



The case is adjourned   to 26.12.2012  at 11.00 A.M.



Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



           (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 10.12.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

c/o  Vigilant Citizens’ Forum,

#3344, Chet Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana-141003.   




        

  …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Commissioner of Police, 

Ludhiana.






          ..…Respondent

CC No.  2498/2012 

ORDER

Present :
Mr.Kuldeep Singh Khaira,  complainant, in person.



Mr. Santosh Kumar, ASI,  and Mr. Bikker Singh,  ASI, for the  respondent.






----



The Respondent had demanded payment  of Rs.300/- which was deposited and the complainant was provided requisite information.  However, the complainant  subsequently pointed out deficiencies which were adequately  made up by the   Respondent.  Again some more deficiencies were pointed out  which too  were addressed though  not to the satisfaction of the complainant.  Evidently, respondent has been quickly furnishing information and there is no mala fide  in withholding any information from the  complainant.



If complainant  has still some grievance, he can approach the first appellant authority  o/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana under the Right to Information Act, 2005,  for redressal of his grievance. 



With these directions, 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: 10.12.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sucha Singh

s/o Sh. Rajinder Singh,

VPO Jasraur,

Tehsil Ajnala,

Distt. Amritsar.





   
        …Appellant

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary,

Jasraur CASS Ltd.

V.Jasraur, Tehsil Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o President 

Jasraur CASS Ltd.

V. Jasraur, Tehsil Ajnala, Distt. Amritsar

 
     ..…Respondents

AC No.  1151/2012 

ORDER 


Present :
None for the  appellant.




None for the  Respondents.






----  




Neither the appellant nor  Respondent has appeared today.



The case is adjourned to  27.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M.





Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.



           (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 10.12.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Rajinder Singh

s/o Sh. Gurdev Singh,

Village Sampurangarh,

P.O. Massengan,

Tehsil & Distt. Patiala.





             …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 


O/o Senior Supdt. of Police,


Patiala. 

2.
First Appellate Authority, 


O/o I.G.P. Zonal,


Patiala.





      …Respondents 

AC- 1331/2012

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Rajinder Singh, appellant, in person.



Mr. Gurmukh  Singh, ASI, (PS civil lines)  and Mr. Hakim Singh, H.C., 

for  the  respondents. 


----  



The respondent  supplied  the information during the  hearing  to the  satisfaction of the appellant. The appellant acknowledges its receipt in writing  which is taken on record.



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: 10.12.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Arun Kumar Tiwari,

16-C, Rattan Nagar, 

Tripuri, Patiala. 






….Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, 

Patiala. 







… Respondent

CC- 3032/12

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Arun Kumar Tiwari, complainant, in person.



Mr. Hakim Singh,  H.C., for the Respondent.




----  



The complainant pointed out some deficiencies in the information. The respondent assures that these would be addressed before the next date of hearing.



The case is adjourned to  10.01.2013  at 11.00 A.M.


Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.



           (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 10.12.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ashok Kumar

s/o Sh. Rattan Singh,

Near Satsanag Bhawan, 

Samana (Distt. Patiala).     





             …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 


O/o Senior Supdt. of Police,

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o I.G. Zonal-I,

Patiala.






      …Respondents 

AC- 1322/2012

ORDER

Present :
None for the  appellant.



Mr.  Hakim Singh, H.C., for the Respondents.




----  



The appellant is absent  without intimation  to the Commission.


The  respondent  submits  that the requisite information has been provided  to the appellant   and  he has acknowledged  its receipt which  is taken on record.



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: 10.12.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Harjit Singh, Sarpanch,

s/o Sh. Uttam Singh,

Village Jalal Khera,

P.O. Sullar,

Distt. Patiala.







  …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Superintendent of Police (D),

Patiala.







… Respondent

CC- 3159/12

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Harjit Singh, complainant, in person.



Mr. Hakim Singh, H.C. and  Mr. Baljinder Singh, H.C., for the   


respondent.





-----    



The representative of the Respondent  states that inquiry report related to the case cannot be provided  as both the parties  to the case had compromised.  The complainant maintains that the compromise is yet  to be approved by the  court and his request for the information  was prior to the date of compromise.



The Commission is of the  considered opinion   that by agreeing  to compromise on  a particular  case the complainant does not forfeit  the right  to seek a copy of the inquiry report.  The complainant is advised to approach the First Appellate  Authority for the inquiry report  who would be duty-bound to ensure that the requisite information is provided to the  complainant



With these directions, 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: 10.12.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Anil Prashar, 

r/o Ward no. 3, 

Kurali,  Distt- Mohali                                   
                 ….. Complainant

Versus

1. 
Public Information Officer, 


O/o Principal Secretary Education, Punjab,


Sector-9,  Mini Secretariat,


Chandigarh .     




2.
Public Information Officer,


o/o Director of Public  Instruction (SE),


Sector 62, Punjab School Education Board Complex,


Mohali (SAS Nagar).                         


.… Respondents



CC- 875/2012

    ORDER 

Present:
Mr. Anil Prashar, complainant in person.

Mr. Balbir Singh, Supdt.-cum-PIO and Mr. Surinder Singh, Sr. Asstt.  O/o Pr. Secy. Education-2, Mrs. Pankaj Sharma, Dy. Director and Mr. Baljit Singh, Sr. Asstt. O/o DPI (SE), on behalf of the respondent. 
 

The Respondent – 1 submits that he has supplied the requisite information on their part. 

 

The information sought on point no. 8 is related with DPI. The Respondent-PIO office of DPI seeks time to provide the information. The Respondent-PIO assured she will provide the information before the next date of hearing. 

 

The case is adjourned to  19.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M.



Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



    (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 10.12.2012              
        
 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Rakesh Kumar Gupta, Advocate,

8/237, Jagraon Road,

Mandi Mullanpur,

Distt. Ludhiana-141101.




             …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 


O/o Distt. Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Secretary,

Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Pb.

Sector 9, Chandigarh.



      …Respondents 

AC- 1096/2012

ORDER
  Present: 
Mr. Rakesh Gupta, appellant in person.



Mrs. Damanjit Kaur, AFSO, on behalf of the respondent. 



The appellant maintains that he had repeatedly visited the respondent’s office and was furnished only four pages of information which is related to Mullanpur Office. Further the appellant submits that the respondent had sought Rs. 5,000/- from him, which appeared  to be just scare away the applicant from seeking the information.
 

In view of this, the Respondent PIO-Mr. Lovekesh Sharma, DFSC is directed to be present on the next date of hearing otherwise it would be assumed that the department he is not interested in providing the information to the appellant and the Commission would be forced to invoke stringent provisions of the RTI act. Also, the PIO should furnish the requisite information as his represented promised during the hearing today. 
 

The Commission awards a compensation of Rs.1000/- (Rupees One thousand only) to the complainant.  This amount of compensation is to be paid  by  

 









Contd…2/-

-2-

the  public authority within 10 days and a copy of the  Bank draft  be sent to the Commission  in confirmation  of having  paid the compensation before the next date of hearing.

 

The case is adjourned to  10.01.2013 at 11.00 A.M.


Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



    (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 10.12.2012              
        
 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Hardit Singh Khurana,

s/o Late Sh. Ram Singh,

No. 35, Charan Bagh,

Patiala.






             …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 


O/o Municipal Corporation,

Patiala 

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Patiala





      …Respondents 

AC- 1515/2012

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

Mr. Naresh Kumar, Asstt. Town Planner alongwith Mr. Vikramjit  Singh, Draftsman, on behalf of the respondents. 

RTI  application filed on


:   
04.07.2012
PIO replied




:   
23.07.2012
First appeal filed



:   
14.09.2012
First Appellate Authority’s order
:  
19.09.2012
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
17.10.2012
Information sought :- 
 

Shop No 216 dated July 11/2011 regarding shop bearing No 223/6, now property no 2493/2 in Municipal Corporation records situated at Qila Chowk, Patiala.
Grounds  for the first and second  appeals :
 Denial of information. 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearings:


The respondent-APIO had denied the information on the plea that it was third party information. On perusal of the information sought and is processing of the  RTI application  by the PIO , it becomes evident that the provisions u/s 11 of  

 









Contd…2/-

-2-

the RTI act related to third party information were not invoked. Even the first appellate authority had upheld the decision of PIO, who denied the information on the same grounds. However, the Commission is convinced that the appellant is one of the legal heir of the property related to which he is seeking information. Moreover, the information sought did not attract section 11 of the RTI act as the appellant has only sought papers which are already in public domain. 



On the direction of the Commission, the Respondent-APIO furnished the requisite record/information to the satisfaction of the appellant. However, the appellant urged that the supplied record/information should be properly attested. 


    The respondent-APIO is directed to attest all the documents which are provided in the court at the earliest. 
Decision :- 
 

With this direction, 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: 10.12.2012              
        
 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Mrs. Manpreet Kaur

w/o Sh. Darshan Singh,

1732/6, Mohalla Sujapurian,

Jagraon-142026






             …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 


O/o Senior Supdt. of Police (Rural),

Ludhiana

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o I.G.P. Zonal II,

Jalandhar






      …Respondents 

AC- 1525/2012

ORDER
Present: 
None for the appellant.
Mr. Ashwani Kumar, ASI O/o I.G. Jalandhar, Mr. Harpreet Singh, H.C.  O/o SSP Ludhiana and Mr. Joga Singh, ASI O/o P.S., Jagraon, on behalf of the respondents. 

RTI  application filed on


:   
24.05.2012
PIO replied




:    
Nil 
First appeal filed



:   
26.06.2012
First Appellate Authority order dated
:  
09.08.2012
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
17.10.2012
First Appellate Authority’s Order:-

 Since the requisite record had been destroyed, the information can’t be supplied.


Information sought :-
 

Seeks certified copies of  application No 103/HRC  dated  Aug.27/2002 in case NO 212/01 and also of enquiry report No 68 / Reader SP(N) dated May 2/2003 and the copies of the statements of the witnesses in the case.
Grounds  for the first appeal:-


No response, hence denial of information. However, the FAA has observed that the PIO has informed the appellant on May 19/2012 regarding non-availability of the records.
Grounds for the second appeal:-
Denial of Information 
  









Contd…2/-
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Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :- 



The respondent submits the through its letter no. 730 dated 06.12.2012 the appellant has been informed that the record sought by the appellant has been destroyed. 

                 The appellant is absent .However, she has pointed out that the records of the should not be destroyed as the case was still pending in the court.
  
The representative of the respondent conceded that saying that the court is yet to adjudicate on the police findings and request for closure of the case. However, he reiterated that the required report is the part of the court file and the requisite report demanded by the appellant is not in the police file.



The respondent-PIO is directed to approach the appropriate court again and make an honest endeavour to trace the file and furnish its attested copy to the appellant. If the respondent PIO fails to trace the same, he is directed to file an affidavit to this effect that said report is not traceable before the next date of hearing under intimation to the appellant.
Decision :-


The case is adjourned to 10.01.2013 at 11:00 AM.


 Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



    (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 10.12.2012              
        
 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sh. Tara Chand

s/o Sh. Babu Ram,

W-5-C/140, 

Sodhian Street,

DHURI-148024






             …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 


O/o Executive Officer, 

 Improvement Trust,

Barnala.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Regional Deputy Director,

Mini Secretariat.

Room no. 409, 3rd Floor,

Block – A, 

Patiala.  






      …Respondents 

AC- 1518/2012

ORDER
Present: 
None for the appellant.

Mr. Basant Singh. APIO-cum-Suptdt. and Mr. Rajpal Singh, on behalf  of the respondents. 
 

The respondent states that the information has been provided to the appellant.


The appellant is absent. The respondent is directed to send the information through registered post within three days.



The appellant is advised to point out deficiencies ,if any, within a week to the respondent  and  the respondent-PIO would make up for the same before the next date of hearing under intimation to the Commission. 

Decision :-


The case is adjourned to 10.01.2013 at 11:00 AM.
 

Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



    (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 10.12.2012              
        
 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sh. Tara Chand

s/o Sh. Babu Ram,

W-5-C/140, 

Sodhian Street,

DHURI-148024






             …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 


O/o Executive Officer, 

 Improvement Trust,

Patiala. 

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Regional Deputy Director,

Mini Secretariat.

Room no. 409, 3rd Floor,

Block – A, 

Patiala.  






      …Respondents 

AC- 1517/2012

ORDER
Present: 
None for the appellant.

Mr. Basant Singh. APIO-cum-Suptdt. on behalf  of the respondents. 

 

The appellant is absent.  The respondent-PIO is directed to file point wise reply, before the next date of hearing.



The case is adjourned to 10.01.2013 at 11:00 AM. 



 Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



    (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 10.12.2012              
        
 State Information Commissioner.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Tara Chand

s/o Sh. Babu Ram,

W-5-C/140, 

Sodhian Street,

DHURI-148024






             …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 


O/o Improvement Trust,

Patiala

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Deputy Director,

Local Govt. 

Patiala






      …Respondents 

AC- 1519/2012

ORDER
Present: 
None for the appellant.

Mr. Basant Singh. APIO-cum-Suptdt. on behalf  of the respondents. 

RTI  application filed on


:   
01.08.2012
PIO replied




:   
21.09.2012
First appeal filed



:   
13.09.2012
First Appellate Authority’s order
:   
Nil 
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
18.10.2012
Information sought : 

 

Seeks information regarding list, containing, name, (now owner) address, contact number, Plot size, plot number of bidders / person’s till date those not constructed house but stood successful in the draw or auction of Yadwinder Enclave, scheme, Patiala, along with auction date and final auction price, coded by them that accepted by your trust and other related information so. The information demanded regarding plots on twenty points. 

Grounds  for the first and second appeals 
:
Requisite information not 
 







provided.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



The appellant is absent.  The respondent-PIO is directed to file point wise reply, before the next date of hearing. 
 









Contd…2/-
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Decision :-
 

The case is adjourned to 10.01.2013 at 11:00 AM. 



 Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



    (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 10.12.2012              
        
 State Information Commissioner.

