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Balwinder Singh

(Regd. Post)
S/o Sh. Sucha Singh,

H. No. 6, New Ranjitpura,

CHHEHARTA,

Amritsar




   
  
    ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chief Managing Director,

Pb. State Co-op. Bank,

SCO 175-187, Sector 34 A,

Chandigarh  - 160034


   
   


      
       ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  1919  of 2014
Present :
   None on behalf of the complainant.
  Sh. Jagmeet Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 14.11.2014, another opportunity was given to 

the respondent-PIO to comply with the orders dated 13.10.2014 by placing on record a copy of its Bye-Laws/Regulations governing the working of the respondent Bank. He was also directed to place on record an affidavit, clearly bringing out whether government has any share capital in the respondent bank or has the Govt. given any  financial assistance directly or indirectly to the institution and if so, the quantum of assistance received ; whether there are any government nominee(s) as director/member on the governing body of the respondent-bank and if so their numbers with names and designations be mentioned. Another opportunity was also given to the complainant to adduce evidence in support of his contention that the respondent institute is public authority within the meaning under Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act, 2005.
In compliance to the order dated 14.11.2014, Sh. Jagmeet Singh, Clerk, who 

appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing submits a copy of its Bye-Laws/Regulations governing the working of the respondent department. He also submits an affidavit dated 15.11.2014, signed by Sh. Rajesh Chander Gawri, General Manager-cum-PIO, Pb. State Co-op. Bank Ltd., Chandigarh, which is taken on record.

Sh. Jagmeet Singh, states that para 40 of the judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme 
Court of India in Thalappalam Service Coop Bank Limited’s case reads as under ; 

“ The burden to show that a body is owned, controlled or substantially financed or that a non-government organization is substantially financed directly or indirectly by the funds provided by the appropriate Government is on the applicant who seeks information or the appropriate Government and can be examined by the
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 State Information Commission or the Central Information Commission as the case may be, when the question comes up for consideration. A body or free to establish that it is not owned, controlled or substantially financed directly or indirectly by the appropriate Government.”
He pleads that according to para 40 of the judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court 
of India in Thalappalam Service Coop Bank Limited’s case, the complainant should have adduced evidence in support of his contention that the respondent institute is public authority within the meaning under Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act, 2005 so that the respondent-PIO could file a rejoinder but the complainant had not filed any reply/statement in that regard.  He also requests to file the case.

After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that neither the 
complainant, Sh. Balwinder Singh, appeared before the Commission on 14.11.2014 nor he turned up in today’s hearing.  He has also not filed any document in support of his contention that the respondent institute is a public authority within the meaning under Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act, 2005 and also not approached the Commission with any other claim.
In view of the above, it is assumed that the applicant is not willing to pursue this 
case and hence the case is dismissed  for non-pursuance. 
The documents filed by Sh. Jagmeet Singh alongwith original affidavit be sent to 

the complainant alongwith this order through registered post.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  (Chander Parkash)

24th December, 2014
                            
    State Information Commissioner
Encl :

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Yogesh Aggarwal,

Gali Vaid Tirath Ram,

Opp. Civil Hospital,

MOGA - 142001


   
  


  
      ..…Complainant


Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Officer,

Municipal Corporation,

Moga (Punjab)




  


     
          ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  2161  of 2014
Present :
Sh. Yogesh Aggarwal, the complainant in person.
Sh. Rakesh Kumar, XEN, M. C., Bathinda, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 18.11.2014, Sh. Rakesh Kumar, XEN,  office of  

M. C., Bathinda, stated that he would  arrange and produce the required information demanded by the complainant by 24.12.2014.

Sh. Rakesh Kumar, XEN,  office of  M. C., Bathinda, who  appeared in person, in 
today’s hearing,hands over the remaining information to the complainant, Sh. Yogesh Aggarwal, during the hearing in the Commission today. A copy of the same alongwith a copy of the information already supplied is taken on record.

          The complainant, Sh. Yogesh Aggarwal, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 
expresses his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO.
I have gone over the queries raised by the complainant, Sh. Yogesh Aggarwal, in 

his RTI request and the response given by the respondent-PIO concerned, I found it satisfactory.

Moreover, according to para 30 and 31 of the judgment passed by the Hon’ble 
Supreme Court of India in Civil Appeal nos. 10787 to 10788 of 2011 in a case ; Chief Information Commissioner & another V/s State of Manipur and another before Ld. Judges - Sh. Asok Kumar Ganguly and Gyan Sudha Misra, State Information Commission could not allow to information-seeker(complainant) to have  access of the information under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005 ;                        

Para 30 reads as    “It has been contended before us by the respondent that under Section 18 of the Act the Central Information Commission or the State Information Commission has no power to provide access to the information which has been requested for by any person but which has been denied to him. The only order which can be passed by the Central Information Commission or the State Information Commission, as the case may be, under Section 18 is an order of penalty provided under Section 20. However, before such order is passed the Commissioner must be satisfied that the conduct of the Information Officer was not bona fide.
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Para 31 reads as   “We uphold the said contention and do not find any error in the impugned judgment of the High court whereby it has been held that the Commissioner while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the said Act has no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for access to the information.”   
Accordingly, the Commission could not allow access to the information to the 
information-seeker in a complaint case as the only remedy available to the information-seeker is given in Section 19 of the RTI Act.

Sh. Rakesh Kumar, XEN, office of  M. C., Bathinda, had already submitted his reply 

dated 16.10.2014 to the show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 11.09.2014.



After going through the oral-submission and written reply dated 16.10.2014, 
submitted by Sh. Rakesh Kumar, XEN, I found that the explanation given by him is genuine. In view of the explanation, the show-cause issued to him is dropped.

After hearing both the parties and  examining the documents placed on record, I 
found that the applicant has not exhausted the channel of approaching First Appellate Authority under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 





As the First Appellate Authority has been entrusted with the Judicial duties under the RTI Act, it shall  summon the parties concerned, examine the documents, give them an opportunity of hearing and then decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order within stipulated period as per the provisions of the RTI Act. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority, who will treat it as first appeal.



Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority who is Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Moga, with the hope that it would show more sense of responsibility and duly  extend the respect to the Right  to Information Act,  given to the citizen by the Parliament. The complainant, Sh. Yogesh Aggarwal has given his consents in this respect.


If, Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Moga, is not First Appellate Authority, the PIO concerned is directed to send this appeal case to the appropriate First Appellate Authority, which has been designated by the Administrative Head of the department as per provisions of the RTI Act. 



If the appellant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he is free to approach the Commission, by way of second appeal, within one month after receipt of this order.
  (Chander Parkash)

24th December, 2014
                            
    State Information Commissioner
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CC :  

The Commissioner(By Name)- -cum-, 




-First Appellate Authority,
(Regd. Post) 

Municipal Corporation,

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








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Rajesh Kapil

H. No. 606, Street – 12/B,

Avtar Nagar, Near T. V. Centre,

Nakodar Chowk,

Jalandhar









..…Appellant


Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The General Manager,

Punjab Press Club,

Clock Tower, Nehru Garden road,

Jalandhar

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The President,

Punjab Press Club,

Clock Tower, Nehru Garden road,

Jalandhar



  


    
       
        …Respondent




Appeal  Case No.  2619 of 2014
Present :
Sh. Rajesh Kapil, the appellant, in person.
Sh. Jatinder Pal Singh, G. M.-cum-PIO, in person.
ORDER 
On the last date of hearing, held on 18.11.2014, a show-cause was issued to Sh. 
Jatinder Pal Singh, G. M., Punjab Press Club, Jalandhar, under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act.
The appellant, Sh. Rajesh Kapil, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, states 
that no information has been supplied to him by the respondent-PIO so far.
Sh. Jatinder Pal Singh, G. M.-cum-PIO, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

seeks an adjournment to supply the requisite information to the appellant, Sh. Rajesh Kapil, in this case and also to file his reply to the  show-cause issued to him in the hearing, held on 18.11.2014.


The case is adjourned to 5th February, 2015 (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)

24th December, 2014
                            
    State Information Commissioner
  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
    SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Rajesh Kapil

H. No. 606, Street – 12/B,

Avtar Nagar, Near T. V. Centre,

Nakodar Chowk,

Jalandhar









..…Appellant


Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The General Manager,

Punjab Press Club,

Clock Tower, Nehru Garden road,

Jalandhar

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The President,

Punjab Press Club,

Clock Tower, Nehru Garden road,

Jalandhar



  


    
       
        …Respondent




Appeal  Case No.  2620 of 2014
Present :
Sh. Rajesh Kapil, the appellant, in person.
Sh. Jatinder Pal Singh, G. M.-cum-PIO, in person.
ORDER 

On the last date of hearing, held on 18.11.2014, a show-cause was issued to Sh. 
Jatinder Pal Singh, G. M., Punjab Press Club, Jalandhar, under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act.
The appellant, Sh. Rajesh Kapil, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, states 
that no information has been supplied to him by the respondent-PIO so far.
Sh. Jatinder Pal Singh, G. M.-cum-PIO, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

seeks an adjournment to supply the requisite information to the appellant, Sh. Rajesh Kapil, in this case and also to file his reply to the  show-cause issued to him in the hearing, held on 18.11.2014.



The case is adjourned to 5th February, 2015 (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)

24th December, 2014
                            
    State Information Commissioner

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

Guru Teg Bahadur Eye Hospital, 

Opp. Gurudwara Dukhniwaran Sahib,

Patiala










..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Sr. Supdt. of Police,

Hoshiarpur

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Inspector General of Police, Pb.,

Jalandhar


  


    
       
   
     …Respondent




Appeal  Case No.  2696 of 2014
Present :
Dr. Balbir Singh, appellant  in person.
i) Sh.  Manjit Singh, D. S. P. ;

ii) Sh. Prem Kumar, S. H. O., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 19.11.2014, a show-cause was issued to Sh. 
Rajjit Singh Hundal, S. S. P., Hoshiarpur, under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act.
The appellant, Dr. Balbir Singh appeared in person in today’s hearing.
Sh.  Manjit Singh, D. S. P.  and Sh. Prem Kumar, S. H. O., who appeared on behalf 
of the respondent in today’s hearing, state that they have brought original official record into the Commission. They also offered inspection of official record to the appellant, Dr. Balbir Singh during the hearing so that the appellant could identify the information and take certified copies of the same.


After going through the official record, the appellant has pointed that certain documents are not  readable.  He has also pointed  out deficiencies in writing and handed it over to the representative of the respondent during the hearing. A copy of the same is also taken on record.
The respondent-PIO is directed to remove the same before the next date of 
hearing. He is also directed to bring original relevant official record into the Commission on the next date of hearing.
Sh. Rajjit Singh Hundal, S. S. P., Hoshiarpur, also sent a reply dated 17.12.2014 in 

the shape of an affidavit to the show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 19.11.2014, which is taken on record. 
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A decision on the reply filed by Sh. Rajjit Singh Hundal in connection with the 

show-cause issued to him, will be taken later on. 
                    The case is adjourned to 5th February, 2015 (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)

24th December, 2014
                            
    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Jatinder Kumar,

(Regd. Post)
H. No. 1086,

Sector 26,

Panchkula

  


  
    
  ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Officer,

Municipal Committee,

Rampura Phul,

Distt. - Bathinda



  


     
          ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  2261  of 2014
Present :
Sh.  Jatinder Kumar, complainant, in person.
None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 19.11.2014, a show-cause was issued to Sh. 
Bhupinder Singh, E. O., Municipal Committee, Rampura Phul, under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act.
The complainant, Sh.  Jatinder Kumar, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 
states that no information has been supplied to him by the respondent-PIO so far.
After examining the documents placed on record, it emerges that neither Sh. 
Bhupinder Singh, Executive Officer O/o Municipal Committee, Rampura Phul, filed his reply to the show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 19.11.2014, nor appeared in person in today’s hearing.
Another opportunity is given to Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Executive Officer, to submit 
his reply to the show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 19.11.2014, alongwith status report regarding action taken by him on the RTI request filed by the applicant, which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official–record before or on the next date of hearing.
                    The case is adjourned to 5th February, 2015 (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)

24th December, 2014
                            
    State Information Commissioner
P. S. :

Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Executive Officer O/o Municipal Committee, Rampura Phul, 
appeared in person, after the hearing was over. He was read out the above order.

Sh. Bhupinder Singh, also submits a letter dated 24.12.2014, addressed to the 

complainant, Sh. Jatinder Kumar, signed by himself showing that the requisite information has
Contd..2/-

Complaint  Case No.  2261  of 2014

-2-

 been supplied to the complainant. It is taken on record.

Sh. Bhupinder Singh, also submits a reply dated 24.12.2014 to the show-cause 
issued to him vide orders dated 19.11.2014, which is taken on record.

The original letter dated 24.12.2014 which is addressed to the Sh. Jatinder Kumar, 

be sent to the complainant alongwith this order through registered post.

The complainant, Sh. Jatinder Kumar is advised to point-out deficiencies in the 
information supplied to him in writing to the respondent-PIO and the respondent is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.

A decision on the reply filed by Sh. Bhupinder Singh in connection with the show-

cause issued to him, will be taken later on. 

     The case stands adjourned to 5th February, 2015 (Thursday) at 11:00 A. M. in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

  (Chander Parkash)

24th December, 2014
                            
    State Information Commissioner 

Encl :

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







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Parminder Singh

S/o Late Sh. Harchand Singh,


H. No. 43 – A, 

Matidass Nagar,

Ambala Cantt. - 133001







..…Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Tehsildar (Electoral),

Patiala

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala





  


    
      …Respondent




Appeal  Case No.  2371 of 2014
Present :
Sh. Iqbal Singh, on behalf of the appellant.
i) Sh. Hardev Singh, Election Tehsildar, Patiala ;
ii) Sh. Darshan Singh, Election Kanungo O/o Tehsildar, Rajpura ;
iii) Sh. Vijay Kumar Election Kanungo, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 19.11.2014, another opportunity was given to 

Sh. Varun Rujam, District Electoral Officer-cum-Deputy Commissioner, Patiala to file a status report/point-wise reply to the queries raised by the applicant in his RTI request alongwith supporting  documents  as per official–record.
Sh. Iqbal Singh,  appeared on behalf of the appellant, Sh. Parminder Singh, in 

today’s hearing.

In compliance to the order dated 19.11.2014, Sh. Hardev Singh, Election Tehsildar, 

Patiala ; Sh. Darshan Singh, Election Kanungo O/o Tehsildar, Rajpura and Sh. Vijay Kumar Election Kanungo, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing and submit a point-wise reply vide letter no. 14739 dated 11.12.2014 signed by District Election Officer-cum-D. C., Patiala, to the queries raised by the appellant, Sh. Parminder Singh, in his RTI request. A copy of the same is also handed over to Sh. Iqbal Singh,  who appeared on behalf of the appellant, Sh. Parminder Singh, during the hearing  in the Commission today. A copy of the same is also taken on record.
I have gone over the queries raised by the appellant, Sh. Parminder Singh, in his 

RTI request and the response given by the respondent-PIO concerned, 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)

24th December, 2014
                            
    State Information Commissioner
                    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
                     SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Balbir Singh

S/o Sh. Joginder Singh,

V. P. O. – Lohian Khas,

Makhu Road Lohian Khas, 

Distt. - Jalandhar








..…Appellant


Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Tehsildar,

Shahkot,  Distt. - Jalandhar

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Shahkot, Distt. – Jalandhar



  


    
        



 …Respondent




Appeal  Case No.  2552 of 2014
Present :
Sh. Harbans Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the appellant.
Sh. Surjit Singh, Jr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 19.11.2014, Sh. Inderdev Singh, Tehsildar, 

Shahkot, was directed to file his reply in the shape of an affidavit alongwith supporting documents. He was also directed to produce a copy of the order vide which the required official record has been destroyed.
Sh. Harbans Sharma, Advocate, who appeared on behalf of the appellant, Sh. 

Balbir Singh in today’s hearing, states that no information has been supplied to the appellant by the respondent-PIO concerned against the queries raised by him in his RTI request till today.



He also submits that  letter numbers 858 dated 08.05.2014 and 74 dated  20.06.2014 were sent to the appellant by Tehsildar-cum-PIO of Shahkot, District Jalandhar.



In that letter, the Tehsildar concerned has mentioned that he has got a report from field staff and according to that report ‘Inteqal”(Mutation) no. 5993 and 5999 of Village Lohian of Tehsil Shahkot have been sent to ‘sadar’ record room, Jalandhar alongwith ‘Jamabandi’ report of the year 2004-2005.


In another letter  no. 74, dated 20.06.2014, sent by the Tehsildar, Shahkot, it  has mentioned in para  no. 2 that the process has been completed as per para no. 7.39 of Punjab Land Record Manual and as per para no. 7.38(8), such document are to be destroyed after every five years. In that letter, it is also mentioned that the information which has been sought for by the appellant is seventeen years old and hence these have been destroyed ( through burning ). Hence such record is not available in the office record.
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Sh. Surjit Singh, Jr. Asstt., who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 

hearing, submits an affidavit dated  19.12.2014, signed by Sh. Inder dev Singh, Tehsildar, Shahkot, which is taken on record.



In para no. 3 of the affidavit, Sh. Inder dev Singh, Tehsildar, Shahkot, used a line 

‘would have been destroyed’. He must have clarified that whether such documents were available in the official record or not, when the RTI request was moved by the appellant in the office.



He is also directed to file a fresh affidavit clarifying the fact that whether such documents were available in the official record or not when the RTI request was moved by the appellant in the office. And if the official record,  in connection of which the information has been sought for by the appellant, has been destroyed, he must clarify that whether it was destroyed as per departmental rules and under orders of senior functionaries. He must produce a copy of that order into the Commission on the next date of hearing. The claims, which will be made by him in his reply, must be accompanied by supporting documents as per official-record.
                    The case is adjourned to 5th February, 2015 (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)

24th December, 2014
                            
    State Information Commissioner

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








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
H. S. Hundal

S/o Sh. A. S. Hundal,

H. No. 3402, Sector 71,

Mohali - 160071








..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Co-op. Milk Producers Union ltd.,

Kotkapura Road,

MILKFED, 
Faridkot - 151203

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Managing Director,

MILKFED, Punjab, 

SCO 153-155, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh







  
          …Respondent




Appeal  Case No.  2078  of 2014
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant. 

i) Sh. Rajinder Jaiswal, Deputy Manager(MIS)-cum-APIO ;
ii) Sh. Harbans Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 19.11.2014, A copy of the rejoinder sent by the 

appellant was handed over to Sh. Rajinder Jaiswal, Deputy Manager(MIS)-cum-APIO, during the hearing so that the respondent-PIO could file rejoinder to his reply. The appellant was also advised to represent his case in person or through his representative.

Sh. Rajinder Jaiswal, Deputy Manager(MIS)-cum-APIO and Sh. Harbans Sharma, 

Advocate, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, states that para 40 of the judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Thalappalam Service Coop Bank Limited’s case reads as under ; 

“ The burden to show that a body is owned, controlled or substantially financed or that a non-government organization is substantially financed directly or indirectly by the funds provided by the appropriate Government is on the applicant who seeks information or the appropriate Government and can be examined by the State Information Commission or the Central Information Commission as the case may be, when the question comes up for consideration. A body or free to establish that it is not owned, controlled or substantially financed directly or indirectly by the appropriate Government.”
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They plead that according to para 40 of the judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme 
Court of India in Thalappalam Service Coop Bank Limited’s case, the appellant should have adduced evidence in support of his contention that the respondent institute is public authority within the meaning under Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act, 2005 so that the respondent-PIO could file a rejoinder but the appellant had not filed any reply/statement in that regard.  They also request to file the case.

After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that neither the 
appellant, Sh. H. S. Hundal, appeared before the Commission on 19.11.2014 nor he turned up in today’s hearing.  He has also not filed any documents in support of his contention that the respondent institute is public authority within the meaning under Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act, 2005 and also not approached the Commission with any other claim.
In view of the above, it is assumed that the applicant is not willing to pursue this 
case and hence this appeal-case is dismissed  for non-pursuance. 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  (Chander Parkash)

24th December, 2014
                            
    State Information Commissioner

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Raj Kumar,

H. No. 238, 

Basant Avenue,

Dugri Road,

Ludhiana


   
  


  

       ..…Complainant



Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o D. M.,

MARKFED,

Moga (Punjab)


  


     
       
                   ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  2896 of 2014
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant. 

Ms. Harvinder Kaur, Supdt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 
On the last date of hearing, held on 20.11.2014, the complainant was advised to 
point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO.
Ms. Harvinder Kaur, Supdt .,  who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 

hearing,  submits that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Raj Kumar, vide letter no. 544379 dated 12.08.2014 and again on 20.11.2014 through registered post. She also states that the complainant has not pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him till date.

The complainant, Sh. Raj Kumar was absent on the last date of hearing and he is 
again absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. He has neither pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him, to the respondent-PIO, nor approached the Commission with any contrary claim in that regard.
In view of the above, it is assumed that the applicant is satisfied with the 
information supplied to him and  does not wish to pursue his case further and hence the case is 
dismissed  for non-pursuance.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  (Chander Parkash)

24th December, 2014
                            
    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Yogesh Aggarwal,

Gali Vaid Tirath Ram,

Opp. Civil Hospital,

MOGA - 142001


   
  


  
      ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Secretary,

District Bar Association,

Moga





  


     
          ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  2068  of 2014
Present :
Sh. Yogesh Aggarwal, the complainant in person.
None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing held on 18.11.2014, Sh. Ramesh Grover, Advocate, 

appeared on behalf of the respondent and sought one week’s time to supply the requisite information to the complainant.

The complainant, Sh. Yogesh Aggarwal, appeared in person in today’s hearing.
The respondent-PIO, through a letter dated 22.11.2014 signed by General 
Secretary, District Bar Association, Moga, which has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 26427 dated 25.11.2014 has intimated the Commission that a reply alongwith required information has been sent to the complainant, Sh. Yogesh Aggarwal on 21.11.2014 through registered post. A copy of  the reply  alongwith a  copy of postal receipt is taken on record.
The respondent-PIO is directed to  re-submit his reply in the shape of affidavit, 
which has been sent to  the complainant, Sh. Yogesh Aggarwal on 21.11.2014 through registered post. 
                    The case is adjourned to 5th February, 2015 (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)

24th December, 2014
                            
    State Information Commissioner

