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Ajaib Singh

        
     
           


         



S/o Sh. Bhinder Singh,

Village – Bishanpura,

P. O. – Gajewas, Tehsil – Samana,

Distt. – Patiala  







     ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Civil Hospital, Patiala






   
      ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  360  of 2013
Present :          Sh.  Ajaib Singh, complainant  in person.
 None  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 
The RTI application is dated  11.12.2012.  The information demanded pertains to 
collection of milk samples from M/s Harman Milk Food  Ltd., Samana. The complainant with the Commission is dated 07.01.2013.


The complainant - Sh.  Ajaib Singh submits that the reply made by the respondent PIO concerned in connection with his RTI request moved to him on 11.12.2012 is not proper and as per law.


He points out that the  respondent PIO has denied him supplying the copies of the sample-report and action taken report to him by using provisions made under section 8 (1) (d) and section 8 (1) (j) of the RTI Act, 2005.



I have gone over the queries raised by the complainant - Sh Ajaib Singh and provisions made under section 8 (1) (d)  and section 8 (1) (j) of the RTI Act, 2005.  I found  that these Sections  are not applicable  as far as queries raised by the complainant - Sh. Ajaib Singh are concerned and hence Respondent PIO is directed to supply the requisite information to the information seeker within three weeks from today, failing which action would be initiated against him as per provisions of RTI Act. 



If the respondent-PIO still feels that section 8 (1) (d)  and Section 8 (1) (j) of the RTI Act, 2005 are applicable to the queries raised by information-seeker in his RTI request, then he must file a detail reply to explain how section 8 (1) (d)  and Section 8 (1) (j) of the RTI Act, 2005 are applicable in this case on or before the next date of hearing.


The case is adjourned to 13th March, 2013(Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 12th February, 2013                 
                            State Information Commissioner
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Ajaib Singh

        
     
           


         



S/o Sh. Bhinder Singh,

Village – Bishanpura,

P. O. – Gajewas, Tehsil – Samana,

Distt. – Patiala  







..…Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal Secretary,

Irrigation Deptt., Pb.,

Mini Sectt., Pb.,

Sector – 9, Chandigarh





   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  363  of 2013
Present :           Sh. Ajaib Singh, complainant, in person.
  Sh. Gian Chand, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 
The RTI application is dated  30..08.2012.  The information demanded pertains to 

recruitment of ‘Baildars’ category wise from the year 2005 to till date in the Irrigation department, Punajb.  The complainant with the Commission is dated 07.01.2013.

Sh. Gian Chand, Sr. Asstt., who appeared on behalf of the respondent hands over 
the requisite information running into 106 pages, to the complainant – Sh. Ajaib Singh, vide letter no. 1512 dated 12.02.2013, in the Commission today. He further states that earlier the requisite information could not be supplied to the complainant because it was to be collected from different branches.



The complainant – Sh. Ajaib Singh gives in writing that he has received the requisite information and is satisfied with the same. He also asks for filing of his complaint.


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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 12th February, 2013                 
                            State Information Commissioner

           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
         SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Ms.Tarsem Kaur

D/o Sh. Makhan Singh,

Block Samiti Member Khudda,

V. P. O. -   Khudda,

Distt. – Hoshiarpur  144305







..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Sector 34 A, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Director,

Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Sector 34 A, Chandigarh




     

       ..…Respondent






Appeal  Case No.  116  of 2013

Present :           Ms.Tarsem Kaur, appellant, in person.
 Sh. Jatin Sharma, Jr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 
The original RTI request for information is dated 28.09.2012. The information 
demanded pertains to  number of hospitals and dispensaries set up by Ayush Department in Rural Areas in Punjab. First appeal with the First Appellate Authority is dated 17.11.2012. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 24.12.2012.
Sh. Jatin Sharma, Jr. Asstt., who appeared on behalf of the respondent in another 

case in the Commission today. He points-out that the requisite information had already been supplied to the appellant – Ms. Tarsem Kaur vide letter no. 11853 dated 28.12.2012, a copy of which is taken on record.
I have gone over the queries raised by the applicant in his RTI application and the 
response given by the respondent. I found it satisfactory.



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

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 12th February, 2013                 
                            State Information Commissioner

           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
         SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ms.Tarsem Kaur

D/o Sh. Makhan Singh,

Block Samiti Member Khudda,

V. P. O. -   Khudda,

Distt. – Hoshiarpur  144305







..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Director,

Ayurveda, Punjab,

SCO 823 -824, 

Sector 22-A, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Director, Ayurveda, Punjab,

SCO 823 -824, 

Sector 22-A, Chandigarh




     

       ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  135  of 2013
Present :           Ms.Tarsem Kaur, appellant, in person.
 Sh. Jatin Sharma, Jr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 
The original RTI request for information is dated 21.08.2012. The information 
demanded pertains to  backlog of handicapped posts of Ayurvedic Doctors since 2000 to till date. First appeal with the First Appellate Authority is dated 17.11.2012. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 01.01.2013.


Sh. Jatin Sharma, Jr. Asstt., who appeared on behalf of the respondent, states that the requisite information had already been supplied to the appellant – Ms. Tarsem Kaur vide letter no. 821 dated 01.02.2013.


The appellant - Ms. Tarsem Kaur alleges that the information supplied to her is unattested.


All the documents, supplied by the respondent were attested by Sh. Jatin Sharma, Jr. Asstt., during the hearing in the Commission today. 



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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 12th February, 2013                 
                            State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Prabodh Chander Bali,

16 – Shiv Nagar,

Batala Road,

Amritsar - 143001

     
             
       
                           ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar - 143001






               ..…Respondent


       Complaint Case No. 2830 of 2012 

Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
Sh. S. K. Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing on 03.01.2013 the respondent-PIO was directed to file a 

point-wise reply to all the queries raised by the information-seeker in the shape of affidavit, which must be accompanied by supporting documents as per office-record. A copy of that affidavit alongwith supporting documents must be given to the applicant within three weeks from today.



In today’s hearing, Sh. S. K. Sharma, Advocate, who appeared on behalf of the respondent, produced an affidavit in the Commission today.


After going through  it, I found that there  are some discrepancies in that affidavit and hence the respondent-PIO is directed to file a fresh affidavit carrying point-wise reply to the queries raised by the complainant – Sh. Prabodh Chander Bali  in his original  RTI application. The claims which will be made in that affidavit, must be accompanied by supporting documents as per official-record.


A copy of that affidavit alongwith other documents must be sent to the information-seeker within three weeks from today through registered/speed post.

The complainant – Sh. Prabodh Chander Bali is absent from today’s hearing 
without any intimation to the Commission. He is advised to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO in writing and the respondent is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.
The case is adjourned to 21st March, 2013(Thursday) at 11:00 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 12th February, 2013                 
                            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Maghar Singh

S/o Sh. Gurnam Singh,

Near Govt. Primary School,

Village – Kanakwal Bhanguan,

Tehsil – Sunam,

Distt. - Sangrur

            
           
     
           


          ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o S. D. O. (Rural),

Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Cheeman,

District -  Sangrur






   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint Case No.  3474 of 2012
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
Sh. Sarwan Singh, A. E. E., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

On the last date of hearing on 08.01.2013, the respondent-PIO - Sh. Sarwan Singh, 

A. A. E., was directed to file his reply in the shape of an affidavit  in connection with  the fact that what action has been taken by him on the RTI application moved by the complainant – Sh. Maghar Singh. He was also directed to file a detailed reply in connection with the following facts ; i) In whose custody, the relevant record in connection of which the requisite information has been sought for, was lying at the time when the RTI application was filed by the complainant ; ii) How the relevant –record has gone missing and what action has been taken by him at his level when he found that the relevant record is not traceable ; iii) What action has been taken at his level to provide the relevant information to the complainant. He was also directed to appear in person alongwith the above mentioned documents.



In compliance with the order dated 08.01.2013, Sh. Sarwan Singh, A. E. E., appeared in person and submits a reply in the shape of an affidavit. 

In that affidavit, he has clarified that relevant-record, in connection of which the 

information has been sought for by the complainant – Sh. Maghar Singh might be lying with sub-division of PSPCL, Sub-urban, Sunam or  PSPCL, Sub-division, Longowal. He also explains that after receiving RTI application from the complainant – Sh. Maghar Singh, he carried out search of relevant-record so that queries raised by the complainant in his RTI request could be replied with. During that search, he found that relevant-record in connection of which the information has been sought for, was transferred to  PSPCL, Sub-division, Cheeman, which was set-up in the month of October,1992.
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he also explains that information sought for by the complainant, relates to year 1988-1989 and during that period, Village – Kanakwal Bhanguan was under the Territory of Sub-division Sunam.


H claims that he has written a letter no. 118 dated 05.02.2013 to A. E. E., PSPCL, Sub-division, Sub-urban, Sunam for informing the deponent as to which office the record of the said information was transferred.



The A. E. E., PSPCL, Sub-division, Sub-urban, Sunam through his endstt., stated that record of the AP consumer of Village – Kanakwal Bhanguan was transferred to PSPCL, Sub-division, Longowal.



He claims that he also wrote a letter vide no. 119 dated 05.02.2013 to A. E. E., PSPCL, Sub-division, Longowal for informing the deponent that on what date and through which letter the record of connection was transferred to Sub-division, Cheeman. He further explains that A. E., PSPCL, Sub-division Longowal through his letter no. 326 dated 06.02.2013 has informed the complainant that there is no such entry relating to Village – Kanakwal Bhanguan  was never received in the office of Sub-division Longowal.



Apart from this affidavit, he states that whatever information is available on the record, has been brought by him in the Commission today so that the same could be handed over to the complainant –Sh. Maghar Singh. All the documents are taken on record.

As the complainant –Sh. Maghar Singh is absent from today’s hearing without any 
intimation to the Commission, Sh. Sarwan Singh, A. E. E. promises that he would send the same to the information-seeker through registered post today itself.

I  have gone over the queries raised by the applicant in his RTI application and the 
response given by the respondent. I found it satisfactory.



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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 12th February, 2013                 
                            State Information Commissioner

P.S. :



The complainant – Sh. Maghar Singh, appeared in person, after the hearing was over. He was read out the above order and handed over the information alongwith affidavit given by the respondent-PIO, in original.
The case stands disposed of and closed .

   (Chander Parkash)

 12th February, 2013                 
                            State Information Commissioner

       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
         SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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U. S. Kohli,

H. No. 3108,

Phase – 7,

Mohali (S A S Nagar)
    
             
           
            

      

  ..…Appellant








Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Jalandhar

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Jalandhar







  
          ..…Respondent






Appeal Case No.  1595  of 2012
Present :
Sh. U. S. Kohli, the appellant, in person.

Sh. Jatinder Singh, Executive Officer-cum-PIO, in person.
ORDER

On the last date of hearing on 08.01.2013, a show-cause was issued to Sh. Jatinder 
Singh, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Jalandhar under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act.



In compliance with the order dated 08.01.2013, Sh. Jatinder Singh, Executive Officer-cum-PIO, appeared in person, in today’s hearing.


The appellant - Sh. U. S. Kohli point out that incomplete information has been supplied to him by the respondent-PIO.


Sh. Jatinder Singh, Executive Officer, gives in writing that twenty day’s time be given to supply the remaining information to the appellant.



The respondent-PIO, Sh. Jatinder Singh, Executive Officer, is directed to file his reply to show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 08.01.2013 on or before the next date of hearing.


The case is adjourned to 21st March, 2013(Thursday) at 11:00 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh with the directions that the respondent-PIO will fulfill the promise made by him during the hearing in the Commission today. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 12th February, 2013                 
                            State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
                SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Kanwaljit Singh,

38, Garden Colony,

Near Arya School Ground,

Nakodar (Jalandhar) - 144040

    
             
           
            
            …Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer(Sec.),

Adarsh Nagar, Jalandhar
First Appellate Authority

O/o District Education Officer(Sec.),

Adarsh Nagar, Jalandhar






       ..…Respondent






Appeal Case No.  1741  of 2012
Present :
Sh. Kanwaljit Singh, appellant, in person.

Ms. Neelam Kumari, D. E. O.(S), Jalandhar, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

On the last date of hearing on 08.01.2013, a show-cause was issued to Ms. Neelam 

Kumari, D. E. O. (Sec.), Jalandhar under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act.

In compliance with the order dated 08.01.2013, Ms. Neelam Kumari, D. E. O. (Sec.), 

Jalandhar, appeared in person and filer her reply to show-cause issued to her, which is taken on record.


The appellant - Sh. Kanwaljit Singh, alleges that out of eleven queries, raised by him vide letter dated 08.01.2013, only point no. 1 and 2 has been replied with by the respondent-PIO so far.

After hearing both the parties and in view of documents placed on record, the 

judgment is reserved.

To be pronounced on 17th April, 2013(Wednesday) at 10:30 A. M. in 
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 12th February, 2013                 
                            State Information Commissioner

                    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
                SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Kanwaljit Singh,

38, Garden Colony,

Near Arya School Ground,

Nakodar (Jalandhar) - 144040

    
             
           
            
            …Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director General,

School Education(Punjab),

S.C.O. 104 – 106,

Sector – 34 A, Chandigarh
First Appellate Authority

O/o The Director General,

School Education(Punjab),

S.C.O. 104 – 106, Sector – 34 A,

Chandigarh








    ..…Respondent





Appeal Case.  No.  1742  of 2012
Present :
Sh. Kanwaljit Singh, appellant, in person.

i) Ms. Pushpinder Kaur, Statistical Officer-cum-PIO, in person ; 
ii) Sh. Raman Gill, Nodal Officer, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The RTI application is dated 06.02.2012.  The information demanded pertains to 

regarding complaint no. 7492 dated 25.08.2011 including enquiry report, statement and orders passed in the said complaint. First appeal with the First Appellate Authority is dated 18.05.2012. Second appeal with the Commission is dated  24.11.2012.

On the first date of hearing on 08.01.2013, a show-cause was issued to Sh. Raman 

Gill, the Deputy Director office of the Director General, School Education, Punjab under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act.



The appellant - Sh. Kanwaljit Singh alleges that information in connection with point no.  1 and 2 has been received by him and the information in connection with point no. 3 has not been supplied to him by the respondent-PIO.



Sh. Raman Gill, Nodal Officer, who appeared on behalf of the respondent, states that he was issued a show-cause vide orders dated 08.01.2013. He files  his reply vide letter no. 1723 dated 29.01.2013 stating that he is not PIO in this case. He also submits that Ms. Pushpinder Kaur, Statistical Officer (Complaint Cell) of office of Director General, School Education(Punjab), is PIO in this case. It is taken on record.
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Ms. Pushpinder Kaur, Statistical Officer-cum-PIO, appeared in person in today’s hearing, who brought her reply dated 12.02.2013 in connection with show-cause, in the capacity of PIO, which is taken on record. 

She also gives a reply in connection with point no. 3 of the RTI application in the 

Commission today.


The appellant - Sh. Kanwaljit Singh, also gives in writing that he is satisfied with the reply given by the respondent-PIO in connection with point no. 3. 



After going through the reply dated 12.02.2013, submitted by the respondent-PIO, I found that the explanation given by her is genuine and the show-cause issued to her is dropped.


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


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 12th February, 2013                 
                            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
         SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Mrs Karun Mann,

H. No. 27, B – Block,

Ranjit Avenue, 

Amritsar - 143001


    
             
           
          
        ..…Appellant








Vs




Public Information Officer 
O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar - 143001

First Appellate Authority
O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar - 143001






     
       ..…Respondent





Appeal Case No.  1647  of 2012
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.

Sh. S. K. Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The RTI application is dated 06.08.2012.  The information demanded pertains to 

certified copies of the correspondence regarding handing over the Ajnala Road Scheme from M. C. A.  to A T I. First appeal with the First Appellate Authority is dated 20.09.2012. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 06.11.2012
On the last date of hearing on 09.01.2013, neither the Complainant nor the 
respondent were present and another opportunity was given to the parties to appear before the Commission.


Sh. S. K. Sharma, Advocate, who appeared on behalf of the respondent, submits that information in connection with queries raised by the appellant – Mrs Karun Mann, in her RTI application no. 896 dated 07.08.2012, has already been supplied to her by the respondent-PIO concerned vide letter no. 195 dated 17.09.2012. A copy of the same is on record.
The appellant – Mrs Karun Mann was absent on the last date of hearing and she is 
again absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. She has neither pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to her, to the respondent-PIO, nor approached the Commission with any contrary claim  in that regard.
In view of the above, it is assumed that the appellant is satisfied with the 
information supplied to her and  does not wish to pursue her case further.



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



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 12th February, 2013                 
                            State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Sardar Boota Singh

S/o Sh. Ram Saran Singh,

V. P. O. – Jandir Via Bhogpur,

Distt. - Jalandhar        
     
           


         



 ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

S. C. E. R. T. Punjab,

6th Floor, P. S. E. B. Building,

Sector 62, Chandigarh






   
   
 ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  3793  of 2012
Present :
Sardar Boota Singh, complainant, in person.

Ms. Rupali Tondon, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

On the last date of hearing on 10.01.2013,  a show-cause was issued to the respondent-PIO 
office of S. C. E. R. T., Pb., Chandigarh under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act.



Ms. Rupali Tondon, Sr. Asstt., who appeared on behalf of the respondent, that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant - Sardar Boota Singh vide letter dated 05.02.2013, a copy of the same is on record.


The complainant - Sardar Boota Singh, alleges that incomplete information has been supplied to him by the respondent-PIO so far.


Ms. Rupali Tondon, Sr. Asstt., gives in writing that complete information would be supplied to the complainant as soon as possible.
Ms. Pankaj Sharma who is PIO in this case, is directed to file her reply to show-cause issued 
to her vide orders dated 10.01.2013 alongwith status report regarding action taken on the RTI request filed by the complainant, on or before the next date of hearing. A copy of the order dated 10.01.2013 is appended with this order for ready reference.
The case is adjourned to 13th March, 2013(Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh with the directions that the respondent-PIO will fulfill the promise made by Ms. Rupali Tondon, Sr. Asstt.,  during the hearing in the Commission today.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 12th February, 2013                 
                            State Information Commissioner

Ms. Pankaj Sharma,
Public Information Officer,
(Regd. Post)


O/o The Director,

S. C. E. R. T. Punjab,

6th Floor, P. S. E. B. Building,

Sector 62, Chandigarh    
                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
            SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Kailash Thukral,

E. M. – 104, 

Rasta Mohalla,

Jalandhar City - 1



     
             
             


 ..…Complainant








Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Regional Deputy Director,

Local Govt. Deptt., Pb.,

Jalandhar






                                   ..…Respondent





Complaint Case  No.  2857 of 2012
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.

Sh. Harbans Singh, Sr. Asstt.,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 
The RTI application is dated   23.07.2012. The information demanded pertains to 

action taken report on the letters dated 26.02.2010 and 28.02.2012. The complaint with the Commission is dated 15.09.2012.

On the first date of hearing 16.11.2012, the respondent-PIO was directed to send 
the requisite information to the complainant through registered post within one week from that day. The complainant was also advised to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him.

On the last date of hearing on 11.01.2013,  Sh. Harbans Singh, Sr. Asstt.,  who 

appeared on behalf of the respondent, stated that the deficiencies, pointed-out by the complainant – Sh. Kailash Thukral has been removed vide letter no. 305 dated 08.01.2013. The Complainant was absent and an opportunity was given to the complainant  to submit his comments, if any, on the reply given  by the respondent.



In today’s hearing, the complainant – Sh. Kailash Thukral, vide his letter dated 09.02.2013 which has been received in the Commission vide letter no. 3258 dated 11.02.2013, has raised some objections.


I have gone over those objections and found that the complainant – Sh. Kailash Thukral, should have raised these objections to superior authorities of department of Local Government, Punjab.



As the requisite information had already stands supplied to the complainant and no cognizance is required to be taken upon those objections, raised by him, the case is disposed of and closed.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 12th February, 2013                 
                            State Information Commissioner

