STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harjinder Singh, Reporter,

# 3/3, Paramjit Nagar,

Mundian Khurd,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana 

 …………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

 Faridkot

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1574 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Harjinder Singh, the Complainant.


(ii) Sh. N.S.Brar, DTO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard
2
Complainant states that inspite of repeated requests to the PIO no information has been provided to him. He tried to contact the PIO on telephone but PIO has not attended his telephone calls. Last opportunity is given to the PIO to provide the information to the Complainant, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.  
3.
Adjourned to 11.11.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 12th  October, 2011

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Vikas Kumar,

S/o Sh. Raj Kumar,

R/o # 847/10, Shanti Nagar,

Jandu Wali Gali, Moga,

Tehsil and Distt-Moga.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Moga.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2129 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Vikas Kumar, the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. J.S.Dhillon, DTO, the Respondent 


ORDER

Heard
2.
Respondent states that sought for information is not traceable as the concerned clerk is under suspension.  Complainant states that all the record is in the office, Respondent is not deliberately providing the information.  Respondent is directed to check the office record and the sought for information be provided to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 21.11.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 12th  October, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harpreet Singh

S/o Jugraj Singh

Village Korewala Kalan

Tehsil and Distt. Moga – 152 048

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DTO,

Moga

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2267 of 2011

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


(ii) Sh. J.S. Dhillon, DTO-cum-PIO, the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard
2.
Sh. J.S. Dhillon, DTO-cum-PIO appeared and states that sought for information was delivered at the residence of the Complainant to his uncle, as the Complainant was out of station. He has submitted a photocopy of the letter showing acknowledgment by the Complainant’s uncle i.e. Sh. Harpreet Singh,  the same has been taken on record. Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided.

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/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 12th  October, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jagdish Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurdev Singh

R/o Korewala Kalan

Moga

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Moga 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1077 of 2011

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


(ii) Sh. J.S. Dhillon, DTO-cum-PIO, the Respondent

ORDER


Heard
2
Sh. J.S. Dhillon, DTO-cum-PIO appeared and states that the required information has already been supplied to the Complainant. He has submitted a photocopy of the letter showing acknowledgment by the Complainant ,  the same has been taken on record.

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/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 12th  October, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ranjit Singh

House No. 2314,

Phase II, SAS Nagar, 

Mohali

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner

Kapurthala

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2060  of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Satnam Singh, Stenographer  and Sh. Bakil Chand Dud, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard
2
Respondent has brought some information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant is absent. He has informed the Commission on telephone that he  is unable to attend today’s hearing as he has met with an accident. Respondent is advised to send the information to the Complainant by registered post.
3.
Adjourned to 31.10.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 12th  October, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harpal Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurdev Singh,

Vill-Ladhubhana,

P.O.Udoke, Tehsil-Batala,

Distt-Gurdaspur, Pb.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Batala.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1510 of 2011

Present :
(i) Smt. Rashpal Kaur, Sister of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Jaspal Singh, Panchayat Secretary on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard
2.
Smt. Rashpal Kaur, Sister of the Complainant appeared and states that the Complainant has received the inforamtion 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/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 12th  October, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jarnail Singh

S/o Sh. Lkchaman Singh

Village Kot Badal Khan

Tehsil Phillaur, Distt. Jalandhar 

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar, Phillaur

Distt. Jalandhar 

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2288 of 2011

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


(ii) Sh. Bawa Singh, Naib Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent  

ORDER


Heard
2
Respondent states that the sought for inforamtion could not be provided to the Complainant , as the said record has been handed over to Sh. Karnal Singh, Brother of the Complainant by Sh. Puran Chand, Clerk. Respondent further states that the case has already been referred to Deputy Commissioner to take the necessary action against the clerk i.e. Sh. Puran Chand.
3.
In view of the above statement of the Respondent, the case is disposed of and closed. However Respondent is directed to take disciplinary action against Sh. Puran Chand, Clerk as per service rules. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 12th  October, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. G.S.Gandhi, Advocate,

Kothi No.2234, Sector-21/C,

Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab Small Industries

And Export Corporation, Ltd.,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 915 of 2011

Alongwith

CC No. 914 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. G.S.Gandhi, the Complainant. 

  (ii) Sh. Amrik Singh, S.O. and Sh. V.K.Gupta. on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard
2
On the last date of hearing, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause . Today, he has filed the reply in response to the order showing cause, which is taken on record. Judgment is reserved. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 12th  October, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. K.C.Sabharwal,

Sr. F.O.Grade-I,

Markfed Retd. # 8236,

Sector-16, Near Sidhi Vinayak Mandir,

Durgapuri, Haibowal Kalan, Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Managing Director,

Markfed, Sector-35, Punjab,

Chandigarh. 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1554 of 2011

Present :
(i) Sh. K.C. Sabharwal, the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Raman Kaplish, Chief Manager and Sh. Shiv Kumar on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard
2
Respondent states that complete information, as available in the record, has been provided to the Complainant. On the last date of hearing, Respondent has filed the reply 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, 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/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 12th October, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sham Lal Singla,

B-325, Guru Nanak Colony,

Sangrur.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (S),

Sangrur.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1569 of 2011

Present:-
(i) Sh. Sham Lal Singla, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. P.C.Jain, Secretary on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard
2
Respondent states that complete information, as available in the record, has been provided to the Complainant. Copy of cash book is given to the Complainant today in the Commission. Since, information has been provided as per record, 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/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 12th  October, 2011

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Arshdeep Singh Virk,

Virk House, South City Road,

Ayali Khurd, Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Bathinda.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1378 of 2011

Present:
Nemo for the parties. 
ORDER
                 In the last hearing, Sh. Amandeep Bansal, who was the DTO, Bathinda, at the time, information was sought by the Complainant, presently posted as SDM, Sangrur was directed to show cause for not supplying the information.  Sh. Amandeep Bansal has failed to file his written reply in response to the order showing cause.  Last opportunity is given to him to file his written reply, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated. 
2.        Adjourned to 11.11.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.  


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






State Information Commissioner, Pb

Dated: 12th  October, 2011                                           

CC: Sh. Amandeep Bansal, SDM, Sangrur

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

Sh. Stinu Jain, RTI Activist,

Shree Jain Bhawan,

Street No.13, Abohar-152116.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Council,

Abohar.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director,

Local Govt. Ferozepur.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 393 of 2011

Present :
(i) Sh. Stinu Jain, the Appellant



(ii) Sh. Jaspal Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.         Appellant states that he filed an application for information on 06.04.2011, but still complete information has not been provided to him.  In the last hearing, last opportunity was given to Sh. Gurdas Singh, Executive Officer, Jaiton, Distt-Faridkot and Sh. Jagseer Singh, E.O.-cum-PIO, Abohar to be personally present alongwith their written replies in response to the order showing cause.  In today’s hearing, neither Sh. Gurdas Singh, nor Sh. Jagseer Singh is present. Again one more opportunity is given to both of Sh. Gurdas Singh and Sh. Jagseer Singh to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith complete information.  Sh. Jagseer Singh, Executive Officer-cum-PIO is directed to file an affidavit, whether any land as sought by the Complainant in his RTI application has been sold or not
3.          Adjourned to 21.11.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 
        Sd/-

(Kulbir Singh)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 12th October, 2011

CC:-
Sh. Gurdas Singh, Executive Officer O/o Municipal Council, Jaiton, Distt-Faridkot

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

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,

# 10904, Basant Road,

Near Gurudwara, Bhagwanti Industrial Area-B,

Ludhiana-3.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner, Finance Deptt,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1552 of 2011

Present:-
Nemo for the parties.

ORDER

         Neither the Respondent nor the Complainant is present for today’s hearing.  In the last hearing, Complainant was advised to submit any proof of submission of application in the office of the Respondent.  In today’s hearing, Complainant has failed to submit proof regarding submission of application in the office of the Respondent.  The perusal of the record shows that the sought for information has already been supplied to the Complainant.  
2.      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/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)



                                               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 12th October, 2011

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

Sh. Mandeep Singh Chauhan

S/o Sh. Baldev Singh

R/o VPO Goslan

Tehsil Samrala, Distt. Ludhiana - 141401

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayats 

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Financial Commissioner,

Rural Development and Panchayats, Pb,

Chandigarh. 

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 696 of 2011

Present:           Nemo for the parties.

ORDER


In the hearing dated 09.09.2011, last opportunity was given to the Appellant to appear before the Commission and state his case, Appellant has not availed the opportunity, as given by the Commission in the last hearing.  It is presumed that he is not interested to pursue his case further.  The case is, therefore, dismissed for non-prosecution.  

Sd/-



                                                  (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 12th October, 2011
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Smt. Prem Lata Gupta

W/o Rakesh Kumar

8/237, Jagraon Road,

Mandi Mullanpur,

Ludhiana – 141 101

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Guru Hargobind Sr. Secondary School,

Sidwan Khurd

Distt. Ludhiana – 142 024

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2261 of 2011

Present:                   (i) Sh. Rakesh Kumar Gupta, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant

                               (ii) Sh. S.K.Sandhir, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.         Complainant has authorized Sh. Rakesh Kumar Gupta, Advocate to appear on her behalf for today’s hearing.  Respondent has submitted that Guru Hargobind Sr. Secondary School, Sidwan Khurd is purely a private School, which is neither receiving any grant in aid from the Govt. of Punjab or form any other governmental organization nor any other benefit is being claimed by the School from the Govt. 
3.        Complainant has submitted that School though private and un-aided is controlled by different Govt. organizations, which are Public Authorities. 

4.        I have given my careful consideration to the submissions made by the parties.  At the very outset I would like to remove one misconception, under which the Complainant seems to labour, that the concept of public authority/state instrumentality for the purposes of amenability to writ jurisdiction under Article 226 of the constitution of India is the same as the concept of public authority under the RTI Act 2005.  Actually, these two concepts are different concepts operating in distinct fields and fulfill different objectives.    While dealing with Section 2(h) RTI Act 2005, we have to determine the issue strictly in accordance with the provisions thereof.  In this view of the matter, for the purpose of deciding the question regarding an authority being a public authority, under the RTI Act 2005, it is absolutely irrelevant whether the entity concerned is performing public or private functions.  The only relevant consideration would be whether the School concerned is being funded directly or indirectly by the appropriate Govt. or/and is controlled by it.  There is no averment made by the Complainant that any State funding is made available to the Respondent.  The only submission is that the State exercises considerable control over the functions of the Respondent.  The control alluded to by the Complainant is the control through various regulatory, beneficent (labour) and tax legislations.  The control envisaged by Section 2(h) is not a merely regulatory control.  The control referred to therein has to be direct, deep and pervasive.  To equate regulatory control with direct control would be absolutely inapposite and misplaced. As would be seen, in the modern welfare State, a multitude of activities of even an individual citizen,  are to a great extent, regulated by various statutory provisions, to wit; traffic laws, laws relating to consumption of intoxicants, laws pertaining to crimes and torts, taxation laws, building laws and host of other matters.  These instances can be multiplied no end.  This, however, does not mean that every individual in this county is a public authority within the meaning of Section 2 (h) RTI Act 2005. The conclusion, therefore, is irresistible that a non government organization can be a ‘public authority’ under the RTI Act 2005 only if it is funded directly or indirectly by the appropriate Govt. or if it is controlled directly or substantially by the government. Mere regulatory control exercised by the Govt. will not suffice to bring such an School within the fold of a ‘public authority’ under the RTI Act 2005.  

5.
In view of the foregoing, I hold that Respondent is not a public authority as envisaged under Section 2 (h) RTI Act 2005. The Respondent, therefore, is not under any obligation to supply the information as demanded. The complaint is dismissed being not maintainable.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 12th October, 2011
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rajinder Pal Singh

S/o Sukhi Singh,

Vill Chima, Tehsil Payal,

P.O. Nasrali, Distt. Ludhiana 

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development Panchayat Officer (BDPO),

Khanna

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2051  of 2011

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

                       (ii) Sh. Rajinder Singh, Panchayat Secy., on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Complainant is absent. Respondent states that the sought for information has already been given to the Complainant and has shown the acknowledgment given by the Complainant in token of having received the information.

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/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 12th October, 2011

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

Dr. Ravinder Kumar Kamboj,

C/o Kamboj Hospital,

Gidderbaha, Near Gaushala,

Muktsar Sahib

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o SDM, Giddarbaha

2.
Public Information Officer


O/o Tehsildar, Giddarbaha

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 162 of 2011

Present:
(i) Dr. Ravinder Kumar Kamboj, the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Jaskaran Singh, Patwari and Sh. Gurmail Singh, Naib Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant submits that Respondent is not deliberately providing the information. SDM vide his letter dated 05.04.2011 has informed the Commission that record is with the Patwari , but now he has submitted that Sh. Sher Singh, Ex-reader to SDM , Gidderbaha , who has died on 13.06.2009 was responsible for keeping the record. In today’s hearing, Sh. Gurmail Singh, Naib Tehsildar  has submitted that the record is not with him.
3.
In view of the above, Sh. Jaskaran Singh, Patwari is directed to show cause why action should not be taken against him for the loss of record. He should file his written reply on the next date of hearing.
4.          Adjourned to 31.10.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 12th October, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Satwant Singh,

S/o SH. Gurnam Singh,

# 2193, Sector-21/C,
Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

Punjab Small Industries

and Export Corporation, Ltd.,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1951 of 2011

Present:             (i) Sh. S.M.Bhanot on behalf of the Complainant.

                         (ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
In the last hearing, Respondent has sought some more time to provide the sought for information to the Complainant but in today’s hearing, Complainant states that no information has been provided to him.  Neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.  PIO has failed to provide the information to the Complainant within the stipulated time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005.
3.
In view of the foregoing, Respondent/PIO is directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.

(iii)
Why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 

4.
Respondent/PIO is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. Respondent/PIO is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

3.        Adjourned to 15.11.2011 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 12th October, 2011

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

Sh. J.S.Paul,

Lt. Col Retd.,

President Punjab Leather Federation,

11, Leather Complex,

Jalandhar.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Managing Director,

Punjab Small Industries and Export,

Corporation Ltd., Udyog Bhawan,

Sector-17-A, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Managing Director,

Punjab Small Industries and Export,

Corporation Ltd., Udyog Bhawan,

Sector-17-A, Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 446 2011

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



(ii) Sh. H.S.Matharu, XEN and Sh. Amrik Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard
2.
Respondent  states that as directed, he has traced the bills of the contractor and after comparing the same with the quantities in the estimate, it is observed that quantities are almost same as in the estimate, so no revise estimate had been prepared.  Appellant is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.  Last opportunity is given to the Appellant to appear before the Commission and state his case. 

3.
Adjourned to 03.11.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)



                                               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 12th October, 2011
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Gurmukh Singh,

S/o Sh. Arjan Singh,

Khalia, H.No. Near Tanki No.3,

M.K.Road, Khanna.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Khanna.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 938 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Gurmukh Singh, the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. G.S. Walia, Section Officer on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
 In today’s hearing, Respondent has submitted that Sh. Shanti Suroop, Draft-Man is responsible for the loss of record, who is presently posted at Nagar Council, Hoshiarpur.  Respondent further states that Sh. Shanti Saroop, Draftsman has not responded to their letter nor he has come to the office of the Municipal Council, Khanna.  Respondent is directed that action should be initiated as per service rules against the person responsible for the loss of record and report be submitted on the next date of hearing. 
3.
Adjourned to 21.11.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 12th October, 2011

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

Sh. Harpreet Sharma,

S/o Sh, Mohar Lal,

R/o # 651, Dashmesh Nagar,

Near Truck Union, Malerkotla,

Distt-Sangrur.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o D.P.I (SE), Pb,

SCO-95-97, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1626 of 2011

Present:       Nemo for the parties.
ORDER


Heard

2.         In the last hearing, Sh. Bachitar Singh, Suptd. and PIO were directed to show cause for not supplying the information in time.  In today’s hearing, neither of them is present nor they have filed their written replies in response to the order showing cause.  Last opportunity is given to Sh. Bachitar Singh, Suptd. E-2 Branch and Sh. Sawan Iqbal, PIO to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith their written replies. Complainant is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. 
3.           Adjourned to 11.11.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 12th October, 2011

