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

Smt. Varinder Kaur,

House No. 26/3, Guru Nanak Nagar

Near T.B.Hospital, Patiala  

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Department of Education,

(Education 2 Branch)

Punjab Civil Sectt., Chandigarh 

Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (SE), Pb
SCO;95-97, Sector:17/C,
Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 906  of 2012

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


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


Heard

2.         In the last hearing, Sh. Balbir Singh, Suptd-cum-PIO was directed to file an affidavit regarding the loss of record.  In today’s hearing, he has filed an affidavit in this regard.  Copy of the same is handed over to the Complainant today in the Commission but I am not satisfied with the reply of the PIO as the Under Secy., has also written to Sh. Devinder Singh, Sr. Assistant vide their letter dated 16.04.2012, that he is responsible for the loss of record and action will be taken against him, if the record will not be traced out but no action has been taken against him for the loss of record.  In the affidavit submitted today in the Commission, no official is held responsible for the loss of record, so, it is essential to bring it to the notice of Secretary Education, Pb , so that necessary action can be taken against the erring officer/official for the loss of record.  Copy of the affidavit and letter of the Under Secy., dated 16.04.2012 be sent to the Secretary Education, Pb alongwith the order of the Commission for the necessary action. PIO states that the record might be with the DPI (SE), Pb and this information can be provided by the O/o DPI (SE), Pb.
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-2-

3.      Since, this information can be provided by the PIO, O/o DPI (SE), Pb.  I, therefore, order that PIO, O/o DPI (SE), Pb. be impleaded as Respondent No.2. I further direct that PIO, O/o DPI (SE), Pb. should supply the information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
4.        Adjourned to 20.09.2012 (11.00AM) for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

                                                                                    (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 30th  August, 2012

CC:
Secretary Education, Punjab Civil Sectt, Chandigarh.

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

Sh. Prem Nath Bhatia

House No. 717, Harcharan Nagar,

Street No. 5, Ludhiana 

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana 

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 505 of 2012

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



  (ii) Sh. Avtar Singh, E.O. on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.       Respondent states that the sought for information has been sent to the Complainant by registered post.  Complainant is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.  It is presumed that the Complainant is satisfied with the information provided.  In the last hearing, a show cause was issued to the E.O. Improvement Trust, Ludhiana for not providing the information to the Complainant. In today’s hearing Sh. Avtar Singh, appearing and filed an affidavit in response to the order showing cause.

3.        Keeping in view all the facts mentioned in the reply the show cause notice is hereby is dropped. The show cause is, hereby, dropped.  
4           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: 30th  August, 2012

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

Sh. Randhir Singh.

S/o SH. Malkit Singh,

# 143,Sector-26-A, 

Mandi Gobindgarh, Distt.F.S

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Rural Development and Panchayat Officer,

Sector-62, SAS Nagar.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 481 of 2012

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

    (ii) Smt. Manjit Rani, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant has given in writing on 01.08.2012 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: 30th  August, 2012

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

Sh. Avtar Singh,

s/o sh. Grudev singh, 

Balvir Basti, Gali No. 7-L,

Faridkot – 151 203

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Rajpura.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No.  508 of 2012

Present
  (i) Sh. Avtar Singh, the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Baljeet Singh, DDPO, Patiala and Sh. Amrik Singh, Panchayat Secy., on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.       In the last hearing, DDPO, Patiala was directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing,  today DDPO, Patiala appearing and states that he has brought the information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission.  Complainant has received the same 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: 30th  August, 2012

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

Sh. Major Lal  s/o Shri Sohan Lal,

r/o 2179, Gali No. 4,

Mohalla New Kuldeep Nagar,

Rahon Road, Basti Jodewal,

Ludhiana 

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Food Supplies Controller

Ludhiana 

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 591 of 2012

Present
  : 
(i) Sh. Major Lal, the complainant 
(ii) Sh. Gurdip Singh, LA alongwith Sh. Hari , Inspector on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied. He further states that he has not been provided the information within the time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005. He has, therefore, suffered mental harassment and financial loss in attending the hearings in the Commission. For this the Complainant demands that the Respondent be penalized and he be compensated for the detriment suffered. As regards the delay in supplying the information, I have taken a lenient view and not imposing any penalty, but the PIO-Respondent is warned to be careful in future.
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: 30th  August, 2012

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

Sh. K.N.Dua,

1-B-71, N.I.T.

Faridabad – 121 001

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana 

…………………………..Respondent

CC No_510  of 2012

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


  (ii) Sh. Avtar Singh, As Azad, E.O. on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.        Respondent states that the sought for information has been sent to the Complainant by registered post.  Complainant is absent.  He was absent on the last two hearings also.  It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided. Copy of the information 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: 30th  August, 2012

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

Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan,

# 78/8, Park Road, New Mandi,

Dhuri.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Vigilance Department, 

Patiala.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director,

Vigilance Bureau, Pb,

Chandigarh. 

…………………………..Respondent

AC No.  759 of 2012

Present
  : 
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant
(ii) Sh. Satinder Kumar, Inspector, O/o Vigilance Bureau, Patiala on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant has sent a fax that he is busy in another Court and is unable to attend today’s hearing. He has sought another date. Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Appellant. One more opportunity is given to the Appellant to appear before the Commission.

3.
On the request of the Appellant, the case is adjourned to 20.09.2012 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                                                    (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 30th  August, 2012

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

Sh. Joginder singh Thind,

s/o S. Kartar Singh

H.No. 18, Gali No. 2,

Adarsh Nagar,

Kapurthala – 144 601

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Nagar Council,

Kapurthala 

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 488   of 2012

Alongwith

CC No. 489 of 2012

Present
  (i) Sh. Joginder Singh Thind, the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Baldev Singh, JA, O/o MC, Kapurthala on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied. He further states that he has not been provided the information within the time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005. He has, therefore, suffered mental harassment and financial loss in attending the hearings in the Commission. For this the Complainant demands that the Respondent be penalized and he be compensated for the detriment suffered. As regards the delay in supplying the information, I have taken a lenient view and not imposing any penalty, but the PIO-Respondent is warned to be careful in future.
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: 30th  August, 2012

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

Sh. Kuldeep Singh Nambardar,

VPO Samundra, 

Tehsil Garhshankar, 

Distt. Hoshiarpur

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Land Acquisition Officer, Punjab

Jalandhar 

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1696  of 2012

Present
  (i) Sh. Kuldeep Singh, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Ashok Kumar, Naib Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER


Heard

2.        In the last hearing, Respondent was directed to bring the record from the O/o Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur.  In today’s hearing, Sh. Ashok Kumar, Naib Tehsildar appearing and states that office of Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur has informed vide their letter dated 09.08.2012 that the sought for record is not traceable as the record room was destroyed in 16.06.1998 due to fire, so no information can be provided.  Copy of the same is handed over to the Complainant today in the Commission.  

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: 30th  August, 2012

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

Sh. Ajaib Singh, S/o Bhinder Singh 

Vill. Bishanpura, P.O. Gajewas,

Tehsil Samana, Distt. Patiala 

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Patiala 

…………………………..Respondent

CC No.  496  of 2012

Present
  (i) Sh. Ajaib Singh, the Complainant


  (ii) Sh. Harmeet Singh, FRO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.        In the last hearing, Sh. Harmeet Singh, FRO, Samana was directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing.  In today’s hearing, Sh. Harmeet Singh, FRO, Samana appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that he has brought the sought for information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission.  Complainant has received the same and is satisfied.
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: 30th  August, 2012

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

Sh. Balwinder Singh

S/o Kulwant Singh

R/o Village Roul,

PO Daburji, Tehsil Payal,

Distt. Ludhiana 

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Doraha, Distt. Ludhiana 

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 536  of 2012

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


 (ii) Sh. Harmandeep Singh, BDPO on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.          In the last hearing, Complainant was advised to deposit Rs. 1000/- as the documentation fee.  In today’s hearing, Respondent states that Complainant has deposited the documentation fee and they have brought the information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission.  Complainant is absent.  He has informed the Commission that he is unable to attend today’s hearing due to some reason.  Copy of the same is taken on record.  Complainant is advised to collect the information from the Commission office on any working day.  
3.            Adjourned to 20.09.2012 (11.00AM) for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                                                    (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 30th  August, 2012

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

Sh. Bhushan Bhardwaj

S/o Late Shiv Kumar

House No. 490, Sector 61,

Chandigarh – 160 062

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer

Municipal Committee,

Rampura Phool, Bathinda

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1154  of 2012

Present
  (i) Sh. Bhushan Bhardwaj, the Complainant


 (ii) Sh. Rajpaul Singh Makkar, E.O on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.        In the last hearing, E.O., Improvement Trust, Bathinda was directed to show cause for not providing the information to the Complainant within the stipulated time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005. In today’s hearing, Sh. Rajpaul Singh Makkar, E.O. appearing and states that he has recently joined and does not know about the facts of this  case.  E.O., Improvement Trust, Bathinda has filed an affidavit in response to the order showing cause, which is taken on record.   He further states that the RTI application of the Complainant is not received in his office.  Copy of the same is handed over to the Respondent today in the Commission.  Respondent has sought some more time to provide the sought for information to the Complainant.  Respondent is directed to provide the sought for information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.

3.     Adjourned to 20.09.2012 (11.00AM) for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

SD/-
                                                                                    (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 30th  August, 2012

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

Sh. Suresh Saggar,

# 43, Industrial Estate,

P.O.Rayon and Silk Mills,

Chheharta, Amritsar.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Industries and Commerce, Pb,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector-17,

 Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 462  of 2012

Present
  : 
(i) Sh. Suresh Saggar, the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. R.S. Rana, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
As directed in last hearing, Respondent has personally brought the information regarding sub para 3 today in the Commission which is handed over to the Complainant. Principal Secretary, Industries is advised to ensure that demanded information is provided to the Complainant with a compliance report to the Commission. In case information is not received by the Complainant, he is free to approach the Commission after two month. The complaint is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
                                                                                    (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 30th  August, 2012

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

Sh. Suraj Bhan Taneja,

c/o Shri Kundan Lal,

R/o Near Ranjan Clinic, Batta Colony,

Fatehabad (Haryana)

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Technical Education &

Industrial Training Punjab

Sector 36, Chandigarh

FAA Director Technical Education &

Industrial Training Punjab

Sector 36, Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 324 of 2012

Present
  (i) Sh. K.K.Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the Appellant


  (ii) Sh. Rashpal Singh, JA on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER


Heard

2.        Respondent states that he has brought the information to personally deliver it to the Appellant today in the Commission.  Appellant has received the same.  Appellant is advised to go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent within one week. It is also directed that whatever deficiencies remain in the matter of information demanded by the Appellant should be made good before the next date of hearing.  

3.       Adjourned to 13.09.2012 (11.00AM) for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                                                    (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 30th  August, 2012

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

Dr. K.K.Jindal,

# 712, Mahantan Wali Gali,

Jawaharke Road, Mansa.
…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mansa.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mansa.
…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1048 of 2012

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


(ii) Sh. Surinderpal, Naib Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Appellant. Appellant has informed on telephone that he has received the information but the information has not been provided within the time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005. He has, therefore, suffered mental harassment and financial loss in attending the hearings in the Commission. For this the Appellant demands that the Respondent be penalized and he be compensated for the detriment suffered. As regards the delay in supplying the information, I have taken a lenient view and not imposing any penalty, but the PIO-Respondent is warned to be careful in future. Copy of the Deputy Commissioner’s letter dated 28.08.2012 as submitted by the Respondent today in the Commission be sent to the Appellant alongwith the order. 

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


Sd/-
                                                                                    (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 30th  August, 2012

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

Sh. Harish Chander, 

President Human Rights Service Commission,

Jaiton, Distt:Faridkot, Chena Bazar,

Jaiton.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsidar, 

Jaiton, Distt:Faridkot.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No 2109 of 2012

Present
  : (i) Sh. Harish Chander, the Complainant 
                           (ii) Sh. Pritpal Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Jaiton on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied. He further states that he has not been provided the information within the time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005. He has, therefore, suffered mental harassment and financial loss in attending the hearings in the Commission. For this the Complainant demands that the Respondent be penalized and he be compensated for the detriment suffered. As regards the delay in supplying the information, I have taken a lenient view and not imposing any penalty, but the PIO-Respondent is warned to be careful in future.
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: 30th  August, 2012

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

Smt. Murti Devi,

#33159, St No.1,

Partap Nagar, Bathinda.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar,

Bathinda.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2132 of 2012

Present
  : None for the parties. 
ORDER


Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present. This is the first date of hearing. The case is, therefore, adjourned to 20.09.2012 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. 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. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                                                    (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 30th  August, 2012

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

Sh. Aditya Gupta,

C/o H.C. Gupta,

# 111, Kailash Hills,

East of Kailash, 

New Delhi – 220 065
…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62,  

Mohali – 160 062

…………………………..Respondent

CC No.2202 /2012

Alongwith

CC: 1931/2012

Present
  :
(i) Sh. Aditya Gupta, the Complainant 
(ii) Sh. Rajwinder Kumar, Suptd.-cum-APIO, GMADA on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Information sought by the Complainant in CC: 2202 of 2012 and CC: 1931 of 2012 from the PIO, O/o GMADA, Mohali is similar, so both these cases are clubbed together. 

3.
Respondent has brought the information today in the Commission which is handed over to the Complainant. Complainant is satisfied with the information provided.

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: 30th  August, 2012

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

Sh. Gurdial Singh

S/o Raghubir Singh,

r/o Street No. 5, Gurudwara Road, 

New Sukhchain Nagar,

Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala 

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Engineer

PWD Zonal, B&R (Branch)

SBS Nagar.
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2201/2012

Present
   : (i) None is present on behalf of the complainant 
(ii) Sh. Tarsem Raj, SDO, PWD (B&R), Nawanshahr on behalf of the   Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that some information has already been sent to the Complainant. Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. Respondent is directed to provide the remaining information to the Complainant before the next date of 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 his absence shall be passed.
3.        Adjourned to 20.09.2012 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                                                    (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 30th  August, 2012

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

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal, 

10904, Basant Road, 

Near Gurudwara Bhagwati,

Ind. Area ‘B’, Ludhiana – 141 003

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secy.,

Local Govt., Punjab,

Mini Sectt. Chandigarh

First appellate Authority

O/o Principal Secy.,

Local Govt., Punjab,

Mini Sectt. Chandigarh

,…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1053 /2012

Present
(i) Sh. Gulshan Kumar, the Appellant  

(ii) Sh. Avtar Singh, EO-cum-PIO, O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana and Sh. Gursewak Singh, Sr. Assistant , O/o Local Govt., Punjab
ORDER


Heard

2. Appellant has authorized Sh. Gulshan Kumar to appear on his behalf. Sh. Gursewak Singh, Sr. Assistant appeared on behalf of office of Local Govt., LG-2 Branch and states that this information is to be provided by PIO, O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana and they have transferred this application to the to the PIO, O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana as per section 6(3) of the RTI Act 2005. 

3.
Since, the information is to be provided by the PIO, O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.  I, therefore, order that PIO, O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana be impleaded as Respondent No.2. I further direct that PIO, O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana should supply the information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.
4.
Adjourned to 20.09.2012 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                                                    (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 30th  August, 2012

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

Sh. Jagjeet Singh,

S/o Sh. Manphool Singh,

Village Badhi, P.O.Manouli,

Distt:SAS Nagar.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62,  

Mohali – 160 062

First Appellate Authority

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62,  

Mohali – 160 062

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1047 of 2012

Present
: (i) Sh. Manphool Singh on behalf of the Appellant

(ii) Sh.Ashok Kumar, Sr. Assistant alongwith Sh. Deepak, Suptd., on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant has authorized Sh. Manphool Singh to appear on his behalf. Sh. Manphool Singh states that incomplete information has been given to him. Respondent states that the Appellant has sought very voluminous information. Appellant is advised that he should visit the office of the Respondent on any working day and inspect the record and obtain the information. Respondent is directed to provide the copy of the same to the Appellant. 
3.        Adjourned to 20.09.2012 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                                                    (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 30th  August, 2012

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

Sh. Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

C/o Vigilance Citizen’s Forum,

# 3344, Chet Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Chief Engineer, IP,

Pb, PWD, B&R Branch,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Chief Engineer, IP,

Pb, PWD, B&R Branch,

SCO:341342, IInd Floor,

Sector:34/A, Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1026  of 2012

Present
  :
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant
(ii) Sh. Inderjit Singh, EE (IP) , O/o CE (IP), Chandigarh on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Appellant. Appellant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. Appellant is advised to point out the deficiencies in the information provided by the Respondent. Respondent is directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing. It is made clear that in case the Appellant does not appear on the next date of hearing, appropriate order in his absence shall be passed.

3.        Adjourned to 20.09.2012 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-

                                                                                    (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 30th  August, 2012

