STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1190 of 2013 

Sh. Rajneesh Batta

B-8/87, Gillan Mohalla

Nabha-147201

District Patiala. 

Mobile No. 98148-06764




    ……………………….Appellant  
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner, Food Supplies & Consumer Affairs

Punjab, Jeewan Deep Building, Sector-17, 

Chandigarh.  

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Commissioner, Food Supplies & Consumer Affairs

Punjab, Jeewan Deep Building, Sector-17, 

Chandigarh. 






           ………Respondents
Present:   
Sh. Rajneesh Batta appellant in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Talochan Singh, Superintendent and Smt. Romika Kohli, Senior Assistant office of Commissioner, Food Supplies & Consumer Affairs Punjab. 
ORDER
1. The appellant is present in the Commission and states that a telephone message has been received from his wife that a letter from DFSC has been received.
2. The respondent states that they have already sent written submission vide letter dated 01.10.2013 to the Commission of which is addressed to the appellant. He seeks an adjournment to submit additional submission.  
3. Accepting the plea of the respondent, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 07.11.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

4.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

 


Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 08.10.2013


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE No. 1194 of 2012
Date of decision 08.10.2013
Sh. Sudip Vij, (President),

Parents Students & Social Welfare Association, 

R/o #1270/2, Jain Mohala, Roop Nagar,

Distt. Roop Nagar.
       


  


              …Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Genius International Public School,

Solakhaiya, Distt. Roop Nagar.



2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Genius International Public School,

Solakhaiya, Distt. Roop Nagar.
         



…Respondents
Present: 
None present.
ORDER
1.
The RTI application in this case is dated 12.06.2012 whereby the information seeker has sought information on twelve points for last five years from the PIO office of Genius International Public School regarding gender wise number of students admitted in the School, the fee and funds paid by them, students living in hostel and the fee paid by them, balance sheets, the land area and whether it is owned or on lease/ donation/ Govt./ Panchayat land, the details of employees/ salary /EPF, any grant obtained from Govt. of Punjab or Govt. of India, certificate qua affiliation, number of students admitted under Right to Education Act, whether fee /funds  are charged as per direction of Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court and the transportation charges obtained from the students. On not getting the information he filed appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 07.08.2012 and then second appeal in the Commission on 30.08.2012 under Section 19 of the RTI Act, 2005.
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2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 19.10.2012 in the Commission.
3.
The appellant has filed written submissions on 20.11.2012 and 04.02.2013 mentioning that the respondent school is availing income tax exemption and as such is a Public Authority under RTI Act, 2005.  He further argued that the education department of the Punjab Govt. has given NOC to the respondent school and as such exercises its control over the school and therefore it be declared as a Public Authority. He has also mentioned that the respondent school is registered and working under Societies Act 1860. In the written submissions the appellant has referred to order dated 07.11.2012 of Punjab State Information Commission in CC no. 1471 of 2012, CC no. 1642 and 1643 of 2012 whereby educational institutions have been declared public authority. He also referred to order of Hon’ble Allahabad High Court in 2008 (4) Civil Court Cases 352 in Dhara Singh Girls High School Vs State of Utter Pradesh wherein it was held that when there in an iota of nexus regarding control and finance of public authority over the activates of the private body, it shall fall under the provision of Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005. 


Apart from above rulings the appellant has also referred to the following orders of Hon’ble High Courts, Central and State Information Commission:-

(i) Central Information Commission New Delhi Appeal No. CIC/MA/A/2008/01117/Decision No. 5607/IC(6)/2010.

(ii) Central Information Commission New Delhi File No.CIC/SG/C/2010/001036/AD Dated 23.08.2011.
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(iii) In the High Court of Delhi at New Delhi writ petition (Civil) No., 7265 of 2007 date of Decision 25.09.2009 (Poorna Prajna Public School Vs Central Information Commission & Others).

(iv) State Information Commission, Punjab in CC No. 702 of 2011 in order dated 07.09.2011.

(v) Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court in C.W.P. No. 19224 of 2006, date 09.05.2011.

(vi) Punjab State Information Commission in CC NO. 702 of 2011 order dated 07.09.2011.

(vii) Punjab State Information Commission on 10.05.2013 in AC No.1197 of 2012 titled Sudip Vij Vs Sahibzada Ajit Singh Academy.  

4.
The ld. counsel on behalf of the respondent school filed written submissions on 19.10.2012 stating therein that though the school is affiliated with CBSE but mere affiliation of a private, unaided school with the CBSE does not bring the respondent school within the purview of RTI Act. During the hearing on 26.02.2013 the ld. counsel argued the matter on behalf of the respondent. In the beginning of his arguments he submitted that the reply in the instant appeal has already been filed indicating that the answering respondent is a private organization and is not getting any kind of grant-in-aid in any form either from the State Government or from the Central Government and is not a public authority. Hence, the answering respondent does not come within the preview of RTI Act 2005. Elaborating his arguments he mentioned that the respondent’s school is privately managed one, no grant or aid from government has 
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ever been received and there is no control of government or any other authority in managing affairs of the school. The land of the school is purchased from a private party    and mere affiliation of a private unaided school with CBSE does not bring respondent school within the preview of RTI Act. Just as a shopkeeper may have to seek license from government for selling a commodity but the shop cannot be termed as public authority so is the case of respondent’s school. He cites ruling in  Kuldeep Singh Vs. State of Punjab and another, 2011(2) RCR 22 where it has been held that private unaided school which is neither owned, controlled or substantially financed directly or indirectly by funds provided by appropriate government is not a public authority and cannot be directed to supply information. In another case Punjab Cricket Association Vs. State Information Commission, Punjab and others, where Punjab Cricket Association, a private body was declared as public authority and the Hon’ble High Court vide order dated 29.08.2012 while admitting the appeal stayed the operation of the order. In another case CWP No. 9629 of 2012 Shiwalik Public School Ropar Vs. State Information Commissioner, Punjab, where Shiwalik Public School a private unaided school was declared as public authority to be within the preview of RTI Act, the Hon’ble High Court while admitting the Writ Petition, stayed the further proceedings vide order dated 05.07.2012. The ld. counsel pointed out that all the citations mentioned by the appellant in his written arguments are not applicable in the instant case. In CIC decision no. 5607/IC(6) 2010 the school in question has not been held as 
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public authority. In another case, decision of CIC New Delhi dated 23.08.2011 about school as public authority is on the grounds of concession availed in purchase or rent of land from DDCA. Both rulings are not at all applicable in the instant case. In Poorna Prajna Public School Vs CIC & others case the question of public authority remains undecided. The decision of Punjab State Information Commission in CC No. 702 of 2011 is not applicable to schools and is about a technical institute. Similarly, Punjab and Haryana High Court order in Civil Writ Petition No. 19224 of 2006 is not relevant in the instant case because it pertains to aided school whereas the respondent’s school is unaided one. In the end, the ld. counsel submits that in view of above mentioned facts the instant case may be dismissed on merit. 
5.
After hearing arguments of both the parties and going through the record available on file it is ascertained that the respondent school is affiliated to CBSE but mere affiliation does not amount to control of CBSE or bring it under the definition of public authority. Similarly, the NOC given by the Education Department of Punjab Govt. is not a means to exercise control over the school and hence cannot be declared as public authority on this ground. The Section 2(h) with the definition of public authority which is extracted as below:- 


“public authority means any authority or body or institution of self-Govt. established or constituted:-

(a) by or under the Constitution;

(b) by any other law made by Parliament;
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(c) by any other law made by State Legislature;

(d) by notification issued or order made by the appropriate Govt., and includes any-

(i) body owned, controlled or substantially financed;

(ii) non-Govt. organization substantially financed, directly or indirectly by funds provided by the appropriate Govt.;”

In view of Section 2 (h), there is no dispute that the respondent school is not covered under Section 2 (h) (a), (b) and (c). Apart from this, the school is neither getting any financial aid, directly or indirectly, from Govt. nor there is any control of Govt. over the governing body of the school. As such the school is also not covered under Section 2(h) (d) (i) & (ii).  The school is stated to have been established with funds from private sources. 

I do not agree with the contention of the appellant while referring to various rulings mentioned by him. The order of State Information Commission in CC no. 1471, 1642 and 1643 of 2012 is related to institutions which function under the regulations of All India Council for Technical Education (AICTE) and are in no way parallel to the functioning of the respondent school.  Another order of State Information Commission referred to by the appellant in Appeal Case no. 1197 of 2012 has different facts and the respondent Academy in that case has obtained land measuring 3 Kanals 17 Marlas belonging to the Gram Panchayat, Railon Khurd from the Govt. of Punjab, Department 
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of Rural Development & Panchayats and in addition it has also obtained 5 Acres of land from the Govt. of Punjab on lease basis. The facts of instant appeal are distinct and have no semblance with the facts of Appeal Case no. 1197 of 2012. Contrarily, the respondent school is managed privately, the land has been purchased from private party and it has not got any financial aid form the Govt. The appellant has not been able to establish that the respondent school is availing any Income Tax exemption from the Govt. In view of aforementioned facts, I hold that the respondent school does not fall in the ambit of definition of public authority as defined in Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005. The present appeal is devoid of merit and hence closed and disposed of. 

6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 08.10.2013.


                    
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1542 of 2013

Sh. Lakha Singh Azad S/o Sh. Mangal Singh,

R/o Village & P.O. Raiya Khurd Ward No. 10,

Tehsil- Baba Bkala, 

District-Amritsar.







…….Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Amritsar.



                        
   
   

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner, Food Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Jeevandeep Building Sector-17, Chandigarh.


 ……Respondents
------------------------------------

Show Cause Notice:






(Regd. Post)

Sh. Tarwinder Singh Chopra, 

PIO-cum-District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Amritsar. 
Present: 
Sh. Lakha Singh Azad appellant in person. (9878640033)
None for the respondent.
ORDER
1. The appellant is present in the Commission and states that he has inspected the record but on account of delay of five months in permitting the appellant to inspect the record, the action against the PIO-cum-DFSC, Amritsar should be taken under Section 20(1) and 19 (8) of the RTI Act. 
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2.
After hearing the appellant and perusing the record available on file it emerges that PIO has delayed/denied in providing the information to the appellant. In view of above, I deem it appropriate to issue notice to Sh. Tarwinder Singh Chopra,  PIO-cum-District Food & Civil Supplies Controller, Amritsar to show cause in writing or through 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 appellant under Section 19 (8)(b) of the Act for detriment suffered. 

In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing. He may note that in case he does not file his submission 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. 
3.
 The matter to come up for further hearing on 07.11.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

4.
   Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

 Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 08.10.2013.


                    
      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1543 of 2013

Sh. Lakha Singh Azad S/o Sh. Mangal Singh,

R/o Village & P.O. Raiya Khurd Ward No. 10,

Tehsil- Baba Bkala, 

District-Amritsar.







…….Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Amritsar.



                        
   
   

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner, Food Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Jeevandeep Building Sector-17, Chandigarh.


 ……Respondents
------------------------------------

Show Cause Notice:






(Regd. Post)

Sh. Tarwinder Singh Chopra, 
PIO-cum-District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Amritsar. 
Present: 
Sh. Lakha Singh Azad appellant in person. (9878640033)
None for the respondent.
ORDER
1. The appellant is present in the Commission and states that the though he has received information on point no. 1 but information on point no 2 is yet to be provided. He further states that he has inspected the file pertaining to license no. 169/ Amritsar/ BKO of M/S Seth Bricks Kiln.   In the end, he makes written submission that on account of delay in information on point no. 1 by five months action against the PIO-cum-DFSC, Amritsar should be taken under Section 20(1) and 19(8) of the RTI Act. 
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2.
After hearing the appellant and perusing the record available on file it emerges that PIO has delayed/denied in providing the information to the appellant. In view of above, I deem it appropriate to issue notice to Sh. Tarwinder Singh Chopra,  PIO-cum-District Food & Civil Supplies Controller, Amritsar to show cause in writing or through 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 appellant under Section 19 (8)(b) of the Act for detriment suffered. 

In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing. He may note that in case he does not file his submission 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. 
3.
The matter to come up for further hearing on 07.11. 2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

4.
   Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/- 
Chandigarh





   

(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 08.10.2013.


                    
      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1544 of 2013
Sh. Sanjay Sehgal, Advisor Member 

Grievance & RTI Cell Punjab Pradesh Congress Committee, 

SCO-88, New Rajinder Nagar Market, 

Jalandhar City-144001, M-98760-96666




…….Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Surjit Hockey Society,

Room No-1 Guru Gobind Singh Stadium, 

Jalandhar.Pin-144001



                        
   
   

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Surjit Hockey Society,

Room No-1 Guru Gobind Singh Stadium, 

Jalandhar.







 ……Respondents

Present: 
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: Sh. Ashok Kumar Sharma on behalf of Secretary of Surjit Hockey Society Guru Gobind Singh Stadium, Jalandhar.(98159-02866)

ORDER
1.
The appellant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. However, an e-mail from him has been received in the Commission at diary no. 23223 dated 08.10.2013 which is taken on record.
2.
Sh. Ashok Kumar Sharma authorized representative of the PIO states that the requisite information has been provided by hand to the appellant in para wise manner from point no. 1 to 8 vide letter no. SMH/RTI-2013 dated 29.09.2013 and copy thereof 
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has been endorsed to the Commission. As regards point no. 1, qua the inspection of relevant record/files the appellant has been called in the office of PIO on 30.10.2013 at 11:00 AM vide letter dated 07.10.2013 and he has also been intimated on telephone about the date & time of inspection.   

3.
The matter to come up for further hearing on 07.11.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

4.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 08.10.2013.


                    
      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1578 of 2013

Sh. Mohamad Hanif,(98550-78694)

C/o New Sun Light Battery Works,

Alohran Gate, Nabha,

District-Patila-147201.






      …….Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.



                        
   
   
2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.







 ……Respondents
Smt. Amarbir Kaur Bhullar, PCS, Sub-Divisional Magistrate,


(Regd. Post)
Nabha, District Patiala.
Present: 
Sh. Mohamad Hanif appellant in person. (98550-78694)
None for the respondent.

ORDER
1.
 The appellant is present in the Commission and states that he has yet not received the information from the PIO on his RTI application dated 09.05.2013. 
2.
None on the behalf of the respondent is present in the Commission at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received in the Commission about the reason of absence. 

3.
Last opportunity is provided to the PIO-cum-SDM, Nabha to file reply to the Notice of the Commission before the next date of hearing. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 24.10.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
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4.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 08.10.2013.


                    
      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1618 of 2013

Sh. Rajinder Kumar S/o Sh. Mehar Chand,

R/o  # 440, Mansa Ward No-10, 

Tehsil & District-Mansa-151505.





…….Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner, Food Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Jeevandeep Building Sector-17, Chandigarh.



                        
   
   

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner, Food Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Jeevandeep Building Sector-17, Chandigarh.


 ……Respondents

Present: 
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: Smt. Rimpy Sharma, Senior Assistant   and Smt. Sitender Kaur, Senior Assistant   office of Commissioner, Food Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Jeevandeep Building Sector-17, Chandigarh
ORDER
1.
 The appellant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. However, a letter has been received from him in the Commission at diary no. 22943 dated 04.10.2013 which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the respondent. 
2.
The respondent states that complete information has already been provided to the appellant. As regards the additional submissions sent by the appellant, the reply shall be filed before the next date of hearing for which an adjournment may be given.
3.
Last opportunity is provided to the appellant to follow up his case in the Commission failing which it shall be presumed that he is satisfied with the information. The matter to come up for further hearing on 07.11.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
Cont….p2

Appeal Case No. 1618 of 2013

4.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 08.10.2013.


                    
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1623 of 2013
Date of decision 08.10.2013
Sh. Chitresh Kumar S/o Sh. Rajinder Kumar,
R/o  # 440, Mansa Ward No-10, 

Tehsil & District-Mansa-151505.





…….Appellant

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner, Food Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Jeevandeep Building Sector-17, Chandigarh.



                        2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner, Food Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Jeevandeep Building Sector-17, Chandigarh.


 ……Respondents

Present: 
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: Smt. Rimpy Sharma, Senior Assistant  and Smt. Sitender Kaur, Senior Assistant office of Commissioner, Food Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Chandigarh
ORDER
1.
 On his RTI application dated 25.02.2013 the information seeker has sought information regarding recruitment of Food Inspectors Grade-I & II for the period 2012-13-14 from the PIO office of Commissioner, Food Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab. On not getting the information, he filed appeal with the First Appellate Authority (FAA) on 03.04.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 19.07.2013 under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 09.09.2013 in the Commission.
3.
The appellant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. However, a letter has been received from him in the Commission at diary no. 22973 dated 04.10.2013 which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the respondent. 
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4.
The respondent states that the RTI application was received in the office of PIO on 04.03.2013 and the requisite information has already been provided to the appellant vide memo no. E8(2)(220)-2013/914 dated 03.04.2013 stating therein that the matter of new recruitment for the year 2012-13-14 is under the consideration of the department. 
5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it is ascertained that on the RTI application dated 25.02.2013, the requisite information has been provided by the PIO vide letter dated 03.04.2013. No further action is required in this appeal case which is hereby closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 08.10.2013.


                    
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1624 of 2013

Sh. Rajinder Kumar S/o Sh. Mehar Chand,

R/o # 440, Mansa Ward No-10, 

Tehsil & District-Mansa-151505.





…….Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner, Food Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Jeevandeep Building Sector-17, Chandigarh.



                        
   
   

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner, Food Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Jeevandeep Building Sector-17, Chandigarh.


 ……Respondents

Present: 
None for the appellant. 

For the respondent: Smt. Rimpy Sharma, Senior Assistant  and Smt. Sitender Kaur, Senior Assistant office of Commissioner, Food Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Jeevandeep Building Sector-17, Chandigarh
ORDER
1.
 The appellant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. However, a letter has been received from him in the Commission at diary no. 22942, dated 04.10.2013 which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the respondent. 
2.
The respondent states that the requisite information has already been provided to the appellant vide letter no. E8(2)-2013/2411 dated 04.09.2013. As regards the additional submissions sent by the appellant, the reply shall be filed before the next date of hearing for which an adjournment may be given.
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3.
Last opportunity is provided to the appellant to follow up his case in the Commission failing which it shall be presumed that he is satisfied with the information. The matter to come up for further hearing on 07.11.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

4.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.











Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 08.10.2013.


                    
      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 2627 of 2013
Date of decision 08.10.2013
Sh. Des Raj S/o Sh. Mahla Ram,

R/o Village Gobindgarh, Tehsil Abohar,

District-Fazilka, Mob-99886-63174.




…….Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Abohar, Fazilka-B.



                        
   
   …Respondent
Present: 
Sh. Des Raj complainant assisted by Sh. Uda Ram. 
None for the respondent. 
ORDER
1. The RTI application of the complainant is dated 06.04.2013 whereby the information seeker as sought information regarding record pertaining to distribution of ration by Depot holder Sh. Bhagwan Dass of village Gobindgarh from the PIO office of DFSC, Fazilka. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 17.07.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act.
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 09.09.2013 in the Commission.
3. Sh. Des Raj complainant assisted by Sh. Uda Ram is present in the Commission and tenders in writing that the information has been provided to the satisfaction by the respondent PIO and requests that the case may be disposed of.
4. None on behalf of the respondent is present in the Commission at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received about the reason of absence. 
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5. After hearing the complainant and going through the record available on file it is observed that the requisite information has been provided by the PIO vide letter no. 440 dated 28.06.2013 to the satisfaction of the information seeker. No further action is required in this complaint case which is hereby closed and disposed of. 
6.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 08.10.2013.


                    
      State Information Commissioner
