STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
 Ms. Shanti Devi,
249-Rishi Nagar, Civil Lines,
Ludhiana- 141001.






……….Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Officer, 
Improvement Trust,
Ludhiana.







…………..Respondent
C. C. No.  3485 of 2011 

Present:          None on behalf of the Complainant.
Sh. Harbans Singh, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



This case was last heard on 22.03.2012 when the Respondent was directed to provide the remaining information to the Complainant within two weeks from that day.


Sh. Harbans Singh, Sr. Asstt.,  who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, submits that the requisite information in connection with item no. 2 and 3 of the RTI application of the Complainant – Ms. Shanti Devi was sent  to her on 12.03.2012. He submits that remaining information in connection with item no. 1 and 4 of the RTI application was sent to her through registered post on 19.04.2012.


The Complainant – Ms. Shanti Devi,  sent a copy of letter,  written to Chairman, Improvement Trust , Ludhiana  to Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab also. That copy was received in the Commission vide Diary No. 6941 dated 03.05.2012, which is taken on record. Through another email message received through Diary No. 7072 dated 07.05.2012, while expressing her dissatisfaction over the information supplied, she demanded that action should be taken  against the PIO concerned under the provisions of the RTI Act.


Sh. Harbans Singh, Sr. Asstt points-out that the Complainant is seeking information in connection with those persons who will be eligible to get plots in Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar (475 Acre Scheme). He submits that as the draw of plots under the scheme is yet to be held and hence names of the eligible candidates can not be supplied at this moment to the Complainant. 
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The Complainant has also made a request to exempt her from personal 

hearing as she can not travel alone due to ill-health.
After hearing the representative of the PIO concerned  and examining the 

documents placed on record it emerges that there is no willful denial in supplying the 
information to the Complainant. 

I have gone over the information supplied and found that no action is

required to be taken against the Respondent.

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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
        


                                                   (Chander Parkash)

 8th  May, 2012                                     

          State Information Commissioner     
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sarabjit Singh

“National Consumer Protection Awareness Forum”

 #259, Sector – 4,

Near A P J Public School,

Mundi Kharar, Tehsil- Kharar

Distt. - Mohali




          


..… Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Controller,

Legal Metrology (N & M),

SCO 44-45, Phase – 2,

Mohali









..…Respondent
C. C. No.  3677 of 2011

Present : 
Sh. Dharamvir Sharma on behalf of the Complainant.

            Sh. Surinderjit Singh, Inspector(Seed), on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER


In compliance with the order dated 22.03.2012, Sh. Surinderjit Singh, Inspector (Seed),  who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, has supplied the requisite information to the information-seeker.


Sh. Dharamvir Sharma, who appeared on behalf of the Complainant – Sh. Sarabjit Singh,  submits in writing that the requisite information has been supplied to him and he is satisfied with the same. He also demands that the Respondent should be warned to deal with the RTI applications properly.


As the RTI application of the information-seeker has not dealt with properly in this particular case, PIO concerned is cautioned that he should be sensitive and alert enough to deal with the RTI applications in future.
Since the information stands supplied, the case is closed and disposed of.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
        


                                                      (Chander Parkash)

   8th  May, 2012                                    

                State Information Commissioner     
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Balwinder Singh

S/o Sh. Piara Ram,

V. – Jandoli,

Block- Mahalpur,

Distt. – Hoshiarpur




     

  
   ..… Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Secretary, 

Gram Panchayat,V. – Jandoli, 

Block- Mahalpur,

Distt. – Hoshiarpur







..…Respondent
C. C. No.  3681 of 2011 

Present :      None on behalf of the Complainant.



Sh. Sameer Bedi, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
This case was taken up for hearing on 22.03.2012 when none was present 

and one opportunity was given to the parties to appear before the Commission .


Sh. Sameer Bedi, Panchayat Secretary, who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the Complainant through registered post on 20.12.2011. He has also produced a copy of the postal receipt showing the dispatch of information.

The Complainant – Sh. Balwinder Singh was absent on the last date of 
hearing and he is again absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. He has neither pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him, to the Respondent-PIO, nor approached the Commission in that regard


I assume that the Complainant does not wish to pursue his case any further.

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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                             



  
 (Chander Parkash)

 8th  May, 2012                                   

  
                State Information Commissioner     
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com


Gurcharan Singh Pawar

S/o Sh. Arjun Singh,

70, Ranjan Kunj,


Rurki Road, Meerut Cantt.,




       
   ..… Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director, 

Rural Development & Panchayats,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali








..…Respondent

C. C. No.  3683 of 2011 

Present :          None for the Complainant.

               Ms. Amarjit Kaur, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 22.03.2012 when Respondent was directed to provide the remaining information to the Complainant within one week from that day.


The operation of order of the Commission, dated 22.03.2012, in this particular case was stayed by Mr. Augustine George Masih – Judge of Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in C. W. P. No. 5924 of 2012 on 29.03.2012.


The case is adjourned Sine-die.


The parties are free to approach the Commission as per outcome of this Civil Writ Petition, if they wish so.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
       


 




  (Chander Parkash)

           8th  May, 2012                                   

          State Information Commissioner     
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Vikam Singh Bajwa

S/o Sh. Mohinder Singh Bajwa,

H. No. 1553, Phase – 1,

Urban Estate, Dugri,

Ludhiana






      
    ..… Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana







..…Respondent




C. C. No.  3684 of 2011

Present :         Sh. Vikam Singh Bajwa, Complainant, in person.

i) Sh. Paramjit Singh, D. R. O., Fatehgarh Sahib ;

ii) Sh. Jit Ram ,Estate Officer O/o G.L.A.D.A., Ludhiana ;

iii) Sh. Rajinder Singh, Admn. Officer O/o G.L.A.D.A., Ludhiana, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 22.03.2012 when show-cause was issued to Div. Engineer, GLADA, Ludhiana and D.R.O., Ludhiana and they were directed to appear in person alongwith a copy of the information supplied to the Complainant. 


Sh. Paramjit Singh, D. R. O., Fatehgarh Sahib and Sh. Jit Ram, Estate officer have submitted his reply to show-cause issued to him on 22.03.2012, it is taken on record.



Both the parties were heard on the above issue.

Order is reserved.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
  







   (Chander Parkash)

           8th  May, 2012                                   

          State Information Commissioner     
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ravi Kant

S/o Sh. Sansari lal,

Krishna Bazar,

Ward – 13, Dhariwal,

Distt. - Gurdaspur




       

   ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Dhariwal, Distt. - Gurdaspur





..…Respondent
C. C. No.  3686 of 2011 

Present :        Sh. Ravi Kant, Complainant, in person.


            Sh. Baljit Singh, Inspector(House Tax), on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



This case was last heard on 22.03.2012 when Respondent was directed to provide the requisite  information to the Complainant within fifteen days from that day. 


Sh. Baljit Singh, Inspector(House Tax), who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, requests that information would be supplied to the information seeker within ten days from today. He submits that the information which would be supplied would be complete and duly attested.

The Respondent-PIO is directed to provide the requisite information to the 
Complainant within ten days from today. The information to be supplied should be legible, duly attested and as per record.



The Complainant is advised to point-out deficiencies in the information after receiving the same, in writing to the Respondent-PIO and the Respondent is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.
The case is adjourned to 06.06.2012 (Wednesday) at 10:30 A. M.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
        


                                                  

         (Chander Parkash)

           8th  May, 2012                                   

              State Information Commissioner     
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Gurbax Singh,

Premier Complex,

V. – Nichi Mangli,

P. O. – Ramgarh,

Distt. – Ludhiana




       

   ..… Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Deputy Commissioner,

Fatehgarh Sahib






..…Respondent

C. C. No.  3692 of 2011 

Present :              Sh. Gurbax Singh, Complainant in person.

  Sh. Paramjit Singh, D. R. O. on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

This case was taken up for hearing on 22.03.2012 when none 

was present and one opportunity was given to the parties to appear before the Commission .


Sh. Paramjit Singh, D. R. O., who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, hands over the requisite information to the Complainant – Sh. Gurbax Singh, in the Commission today, a copy of which is taken on record.



The Complainant gives in writing that he has received the information and satisfied with the same.



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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

        







     (Chander Parkash)

8th  May, 2012                                   

                     State Information Commissioner     
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Surinder Singh

S/o Sh. Bakhshish Singh,

V.P.O.- Jandoli,

Distt. – Hoshiarpur





     
     ..… Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Senior Supdt. of Police,

Hoshiarpur








..…Respondent

C. C. No.  3693 of 2011 

Present :        None on behalf of the Complainant.


            Sh. Major Singh, H. C., on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



This case was last heard on 22.03.2012 when the Complainant was directed to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him.


Sh. Major Singh, H. C., who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, submits that requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant – Sh. Surinder Singh. He also produces a written-note in connection with the acknowledgment of having received the information by the Complainant – Sh. Surinder Singh.
The Complainant – Sh. Surinder Singh was absent on the last date of 

hearing and he is again absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. He has neither pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him, to the Respondent-PIO, nor approached the Commission in that regard.


In view of the above, it is assumed that the Complainant is satisfied with the information supplied to him and he does not wish to pursue his case further.


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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
        







(Chander Parkash)

 8th  May, 2012                                   

              State Information Commissioner     
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Munish Mittal, Advocate,

Chamber no. 4020,

Lawyers Chamber,

Complex Part- II,

District Court, Ludhiana



       

   ..… Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Pb. State Powercom Ltd.,

CMC Unit, Ludhiana






..…Respondent
C. C. No.  3696 of 2011 

Present :    None on behalf of the Complainant.


       Sh. Sukaran Singh Grewal, Asstt. XEN, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



This case was last heard on 22.03.2012 when the Complainant was directed to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him.



Sh. Kashmir Lal, Acctt., Who appeared on behalf of the Respondent on the last date of hearing had submitted that requisite information has already been supplied to the Complainant through registered post on 07.03.2012.
The Complainant was absent on the last date of hearing and he is again 

absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. He has neither pointed-out any deficiency in the information  supplied to him, to the Respondent-PIO, nor approached the Commission in that regard.


Since the Complainant is absent for two consecutive hearings, it is assumed that he does not wish to pursue his case further.


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




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
        


                                                


   (Chander Parkash)

 8th  May, 2012                                       

                State Information Commissioner 
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Munish Mittal, Advocate,

Chamber no. 4020,

Lawyers Chamber,

Complex Part- II,

District Court, Ludhiana


     


     ..… Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Pb. State Powercom Ltd.,

CMC Unit, Ludhiana






        ..…Respondent



C. C. No.  3697 of 2011
Present :    None on behalf of the Complainant.


       Sh. Sukaran Singh Grewal, Asstt. XEN, on behalf of the Respondent ORDER



This case was last heard on 22.03.2012 when the Complainant was directed to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him.
Sh. Kashmir Lal, Acctt., Who appeared on behalf of the Respondent 

on the last date of hearing had submitted that requisite information has already been supplied to the Complainant through registered post on 07.03.2012.

The Complainant was absent on the last date of hearing and he is again 

absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. He has neither pointed-out any deficiency in the information  supplied to him, to the Respondent-PIO, nor approached the Commission in that regard.


Since the Complainant is absent for two consecutive hearings, it is assumed that he does not wish to pursue his case further.



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




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
        








   (Chander Parkash)

 8th  May, 2012      
                               

                State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Devinder Singh

S/o Sh. Gurmej Singh,

L-6/392, MCA, Street – 3,

New Shaheed Udham Singh Nagar,

Amritsar





      

             ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Senior Executive Engineer (Operation),


Pb. State power Corp. Ltd., 

Amritsar








..…Respondent





C. C .No.  3777 of 2011 

Present : 
None.

ORDER



This case was last heard on 26.03.2012 when the Complainant was advised to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him.


Sh. Surinder Singh, Asstt. XEN, who appeared on behalf of the Respondent on the last date of hearing submitted that requisite information was supplied to the Complainant on 06.06.2011, again on 19.03.2012 and 22.03.2012 through speed post.
The Complainant was absent on the last date of hearing and he is again 

absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. He has neither pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him, to the Respondent-PIO, nor approached the Commission in that regard.



I have gone over the RTI application of the Complainant and response given by the Respondent. I found it satisfactory.



I assume that the Complainant does not wish to pursue his case any further.

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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

        


  





 (Chander Parkash)

           8th  May, 2012                                   

               State Information Commissioner 
       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Mehnga Ram 

S/o Sh. Mansa Ram,

V.P.O.- Dolbaha,

Teh. & Distt. - Hoshiarpur



     
  
   ..… Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiapur








     ..…Respondent


     C. C .No.  3826 of 2011 

Present : 
Sh. Mehnga Ram, Complainant, in person.
i) Sh.  Mohan Lal, Naib Tehsildar ;

ii) Sh. Ajay Kumar, B. D. P. O., Bhunga ;

iii) Sh. Malkiat Singh, Sarpanch ;

iv) Sh. Gulshan Kumar, Panchayat Secretary,  Village – Ram Tatwali, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.


This case was last heard on 26.03.2012 when the Respondent was directed to supply the remaining information to the Complainant within ten days from that day.

The representatives  of the Respondent-PIO submit that no record connected with the allotment of  plots   to the landless labourers issued by the Government of India is available in the Panchayat record. They submit that  those plots was never allotted by Panchayat - Village – Ram Tatwali as the same was allotted during consolidation of land by Revenue Department.


I have gone over the RTI application of the Complainant and response given by the Respondent. I found it satisfactory.

Since the information stands supplied, the case is closed and disposed of.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
        


                                                

     (Chander Parkash)

           8th  May, 2012                                   

            State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Mangat Arora Advocate

S/o Sh. Tehal Singh,

C/o Chamber No. 2,

Distt. Courts, Faridkot





      
    ..… Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o M. D., Pb. State Transmission Corp. Ltd.,

The Mall, Patiala








..…Respondent


   C. C .No.  3828 of 2011 

Present : 
Sh. Abhishek Gakhar, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant.


           Sh. Kamaljit Singh, Sr. XEN, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



This case was last heard on 26.03.2012 when the Respondent was directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant within one week from that day.


Sh. Abhishek Gakhar, Advocate, who appeared on behalf of the Complainant, points out that information in this particular case has been received by the Complainant – Sh. Mangat Arora at 11:00 A. M. through speed post today itself. He seeks some more time to match the information supplied by the Respondent so that deficiencies could be pointed-out.



The Complainant is advised to  point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him in writing to the Respondent-PIO and the Respondent-PIO is directed to remove the same within two weeks.

The case is adjourned to 05.06.2012(Tuesday) at 10:30 A. M.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
        


                                         
                 (Chander Parkash)

           8th  May, 2012                                   

          State Information Commissioner 


   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Mangat Arora Advocate

S/o Sh. Tehal Singh,

C/o Chamber No. 2,

Distt. Courts, Faridkot



         

 ..… Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o M. D.,

Pb. State Transmission Corp. Ltd.,

The Mall, Patiala






..…Respondent


    C. C .No.  3838 of 2011 

Present : 
Sh. Abhishek Gakhar, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant.


           Sh. Kamaljit Singh, Sr. XEN, on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER 
This case was taken up for hearing on 26.03.2012 when none was 

present and one opportunity was given to the parties to appear before the Commission .



Sh. Kamaljit Singh, Sr. XEN, who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, hands over the remaining information to the representative of the Complainant in the Commission today.


Sh. Abhishek Gakhar, Advocate, who appeared on behalf of the Complainant,  seeks some time to match the information supplied by the Respondent so that deficiencies could be pointed-out.



The Complainant is advised to  point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him in writing to the Respondent-PIO and the Respondent-PIO is directed to remove the same within two weeks.

The case is adjourned to 05.06.2012(Tuesday) at 10:30 A. M.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







  
   
    (Chander Parkash)

   8th  May, 2012                                   

          State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Nirmal Singh

S/o Late Sh. Radha Singh,

V. – Machhipur,

P.O.- Gharoan, Tehsil – Kharar,

Distt. – Mohali - 140413





      
    …..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Deputy Commissioner,

S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)






..…Respondent

    C. C .No.  3841 of 2011 

Present : 
  None on behalf of the Complainant.

i) Sh. Paramjit Singh, Supdt. ;

ii) Sh. Jagmohan Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.


This case was last heard on 26.03.2012 when the Complainant was directed to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him.

The Complainant was absent on the last date of hearing and he is again 
absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. He has neither approached the Respondent-PIO nor pointed out ay deficiency in the information supplied to him.



I have gone over the RTI application of the Complainant and response given by the Respondent. I found it satisfactory.



I assume that the Complainant does not wish to pursue his case any further.

Since the information stands supplied, the case is closed and disposed of.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



                                       
                (Chander Parkash)

           8th  May, 2012                                   

          State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Bhagwan Dass

S/o Late Sh. Ishwar Chand,

Tax Advocate, Magazine Street,

Near Ram Pulli Wala, 

Sangrur - 148001




       
         
 ..… Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Chairman,

Improvement Trust,

Sangrur







..…Respondent

    C. C .No.  3846 of 2011 
Present : 
Sh. Bhagwan Dass, Complainant, in person, 


           Sh.  Rajesh Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 26.03.2012 when the Respondent was directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant within three weeks from that day.



Sh.  Rajesh Kumar, Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, submits that information sought for by the Complainant – Sh. Bhagwan Dass, could not be traced-out and hence could not be supplied to him.



On the last date of hearing, Sh.  Rajesh Kumar, Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the Respondent, submitted in writing that the requisite information would be supplied to the information-seeker within three weeks from that day and  also sought an adjournment.


The Complainant – Sh. Bhagwan Dass, alleges that PIO office of Chairman, Improvement trust, Sangrur had been deliberately denying the information. He demands that action should be taken against him under the provisions of the RTI Act.
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In view of the above the PIO who is Mr. Raj Kumar Kapoor, Executive 

Officer-cum-PIO, Improvement Trust, Sangrur will show cause in writing or through an affidavit, under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon him for willful delay/denial of the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the Complainant under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.






In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) provision, 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 next 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. He is directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant. The information to be supplied should be legible, duly attested and as per record.



He shall remain present in the Commission alongwith a copy of information supplied to the Complainant on the next date of hearing.
The case is adjourned to 05.06.2012(Tuesday) at 10:30 A. M.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
        


                                       
                (Chander Parkash)

           8th  May, 2012                                   

          State Information Commissioner 
CC :



Mr. Raj Kumar Kapoor, 

Executive Officer-cum-PIO, 

Improvement Trust,

Sangrur
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Charanjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Swarn Singh,

165, Shivaji Nagar, 

Basti Danish Manda, 

Jalandhar.






……………Complainant

Vs 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Jalandhar.






……………Respondent
C. C. No. 3854 of 2011 
Present:          Sh. Charanjit Singh, Complainant, in person. 

   Sh. Paras Ram, A. S. I., on   behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



This case was last heard on 17.04.2012 when The Respondent-PIO assured the Commission that he will submit the requisite affidavit in due course.


Sh. Paras Ram, A. S. I., who appeared on   behalf of the Respondent, has brought an affidavit from the Deputy Commissioner of Police, Jalandhar to the Commission which is taken on record. He also submits that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant.


The Complainant – Sh. Charanjit Singh states that he has received the requisite information and satisfied with the same.



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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
        


                                                                    (Chander Parkash)

 8th  May, 2012                                   


          State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Charanjeet Singh 

S/o Sh. Swarn Singh,

165, Shivaji Nagar, 

Basti Danish Manda, 

Jalandhar.





          
      …………… Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Jalandhar.





             
   ……………Respondent
C. C. No. 3855 of 2011 

Present:          Sh. Charanjit Singh, Complainant, in person. 

   Sh. Paras Ram, A. S. I., on   behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 17.04.2012 when The Respondent-PIO assured the Commission that he will submit the requisite affidavit in due course.


Sh. Paras Ram, A. S. I., who appeared on   behalf of the Respondent, has brought an affidavit from the Deputy Commissioner of Police, Jalandhar to the Commission which is taken on record. He also submits that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant.



The Complainant – Sh. Charanjit Singh states that he has received the requisite information and satisfied with the same.



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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
        


                                                                                                                  (Chander Parkash)

           8th  May, 2012                                   

          State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Rajinder Kumar Aggarwal,

1121, Sector 7,

Panchakula- 134109.





   ………. Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.







…………Respondent
A. C. No. 1215 of 2011 

Present:          Sh. Rajinder Kumar Aggarwal, Appellant in person. 

i) Sh. Harbans Singh, Sr. Asstt. ;

ii) Sh. Avtar Singh, Executive Officer in person. 
ORDEO


Heard.



This case was last heard on 27.03.2012 when a show-cause was served to Executive Officer and he was directed to remain present in the Commission along with a copy of the information supplied.


Sh. Avtar Singh, Executive Officer, filed a reply to show-cause issued to him on 27.03.2012, which is on record.



The Complainant and the Respondent mutually agreed for an adjournment so that necessary information would be supplied.



In view of the above, the case is adjourned to 05.06.2012(Tuesday) at 10:30 A. M.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
        


          
                                                                                                                  (Chander Parkash)

           8th  May, 2012                                   

              State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Padamkant Dwivedi, Advocate,

H. No. B-125,

Sector 14,

Chandigarh






        

  ..…Appellant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Managing Director,

MILKFED,

SCO 153-155, Sector 34,

Chandigarh








..…Respondent





C. C. No.  248 of 2012 
Present:          Sh. Padamkant Dwivedi, Advocate, Complainant in person. 


              Sh. Ashwini Prasher, Advocate, on behalf of the Respondent.
 ORDER



Heard.



This case was last heard on 27.03.2012 when the Complainant sought some time to file a rejoinder against the written-reply submitted by the Respondent.



Sh. Padamkant Dwivedi, Advocate, submits a rejoinder dated 08.05.2012,  to the written statement filed on behalf of the Respondent, which is taken on record.



Both the parties were heard on the above issue.

Order is reserved.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
        


        


                                                                                                                  (Chander Parkash)

           8th  May, 2012                                   

          State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Dr. Thaman Satish, Chairman

“Rishi Nagar F – Block Welfare Association”,

112- F, Rishi Nagar,

Ludhiana





      

    ..… Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Chairman,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana. 







..…Respondent

C. C. No.  360 of 2012 
Present : 
None on behalf of the Complainant.


           Sh. Harbans Singh, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the Respondent..
ORDER



In compliance with the order dated 27.03.2012, the PIO concerned has sent the requisite information to the Complainant - Dr. Thaman Satish and he was directed to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him.
The Complainant was absent on the last date of hearing and he is 
again absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. He has neither pointed-out  any deficiency in the information supplied to him, to the Respondent-PIO, nor approached the Commission in that regard.


I assume that the Appellant is satisfied with the information supplied and does not wish to pursue his case any further.



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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                 (Chander Parkash)

8th  May, 2012                                       

                State Information Commissioner 
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sunil Dutt, President,

“Rishi Nagar F – Block Welfare Association”,

112- F, Rishi Nagar,

Ludhiana





       

   ..… Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Chairman,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana. 







..…Respondent

C. C. No.  361 of 2012 
Present : 
None on behalf of the Complainant.


           Sh. Harbans Singh, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER



In compliance with the order dated 27.03.2012, the PIO concerned has sent the requisite information to the Complainant - Sunil Dutt and he was directed to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him.

The Complainant was absent on the last date of hearing and 

he is again absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. He has neither pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him, to the Respondent-PIO, nor approached the Commission in that regard.


I assume that the Appellant is satisfied with the information supplied and does not wish to pursue his case any further.



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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
    (Chander Parkash)

 8th  May, 2012                                     

          State Information Commissioner 
