STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Surinder Kumar Jain,

S/o Late Sh. Hukam Chand,

C/o H. No. 30-D, Rani Bagh, Near Janakpuri,

Ambala Cantt- 133001.


  


__________ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police (Urban),

Ludhiana.


              



  __________ Respondent

AC No. 545   of 2008

Present:
i)   
 Sh. Surinder Kumar Jain, appellant in person  




ii)     
.Hd. Constable Santosh Kumar, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has supplied some information to the appellant but a response to each of the points mentioned in the application of the appellant has not been given.  He has today made a commitment that point wise reply to the appellant‘s application will be given to him within two weeks.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 18-12-2008 for confirmation of compliance.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 4, 2008





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jeet Bumbla,

Vill. Nada, Tehsil Kharar,

Distt. Mohali.



  


__________ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Ropar.

              



  __________ Respondent

AC No. 536   of 2008

Present:
i)   
Sh. Jeet Bumbla, appellant in person 




ii)     
Sri Charanjit Singh, Dy.DFO, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.
The information required by the appellant has been provided to him by the respondent in the Court today.  An opportunity is given to him to point out deficiencies, if any, at 10 AM on 26-12-2008 in Court No. 1 of the Commission, SCO 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 4, 2008





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. S.S. Khara,

H.No. 4303, Sector 68,

Mohali-160062.



  


__________ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar,

Punjab & Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.


              



  __________ Respondent

AC No. 529   of 2008

Present:
i)   
Sh. S.S. Khara appellant in person 




ii)     
Sri   Kamal Kant, Dy. Registrar, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The information in this case has been denied by the respondent under section 4 & 5 of the Punjab and Haryana High Court (Right to Information) Rules, 2005.  


The first appellate authority has upheld the decision of the PIO.  I see no reason to differ with the well reasoned orders of the first appellate authority.  This second appeal is accordingly rejected and disposed of.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 4, 2008





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34,  Ist Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Vivek,

Lecturer,

Deptt. of Mech. Engineering,

Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Technology,

Bathinda-151001. 




     ____________ Complainant

Vs.

Dr. Daler Singh.







Registrar-cum-Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal,

Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Technology,

Bathinda-151001.





____________ Respondent

CC No.20 of 2008

Present:
i) Sh. Vivek and Sri Lalit Mohan, on behalf of the complainant.



ii) Dr. Daler Singh, Registrar-cum-Public Information Officer, 

ORDER
Heard.
Making his submissions on the issue of whether Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Technology, Bathinda is a public authority or not, the respondent submits that the College was set up by the Government as a Government College of Engg. but was later made autonomous with the registration of a society under the Societies Registration Act, to which the College was transferred. He also submits that the College does not get any grant from the Government and two of the members of the Board of Governors are private persons. For these reasons, he submits that the College is not a public authority as defined under the RTI Act.

The Complainant on the other hand has submitted a copy of a notification issued by the Principal of the College on 09.11.2005, which was published in the daily ‘The Tribune’ on that date,  disclosing information suo motto in terms of Section 4(1)(b) and 4(2) of the RTI Act, 2005. It is also conceded by the respondent that the College is bound by the directions and guidelines issued to the Engg. Colleges in the State by the Department of Technical Education of the Govt. of Punjab. The control and supervision exercised by the Government over the College is further emphasised by the fact that the 
….Cntd/2

-2-

Minister for Technical Education is the Chairman of the Board of Governors and the Secretary Technical Education, Director, Technical Education and Finance Secretary of the Punjab Government are members of the Board of Governors. In view of the self proclamation of the respondent that it is a public authority under the RTI Act, and the control and supervision exercised by the State Government over the College, I rule that Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Technology, Bathinda is a public authority as defined in Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005. 
The respondent is accordingly directed to give a point-wise response to the complainant to his application for information dated 16.11.2007 within a period of 30 days from today. It is made clear that since the supply of the required information in this case has been inordinately delayed, the information will be supplied by the respondent free of cost. 

Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 12.02.2009 for confirmation of compliance. 







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 4, 2008





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. R.S. Arora,

B-34/10863, New Patel Nagar,

Haibowal Kalan,

Ludhiana-141001.





  
     ________ Complainant.

Vs.

Dr. Daler Singh.







Registrar-cum-Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal,

Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Technology,

Bathinda-151001.




              __________ Respondent

CC No.372 of 2008

Present:
i)
None on behalf of the complainant.

ii)
Dr. Daler Singh, Registrar-cum-Public Information Officer,

 ORDER
Heard.

Making his submissions on the issue of whether Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Technology, Bathinda is a public authority or not, the respondent submits that the College was set up by the Government as a Government College of Engg. but was later made autonomous with the registration of a society under the Societies Registration Act, to which the College was transferred. He also submits that the College does not get any grant from the Government and two of the members of the Board of Governors are private persons. For these reasons, he submits that the College is not a public authority as defined under the RTI Act.

The Complainant on the other hand has submitted a copy of a notification issued by the Principal of the College on 09.11.2005, which was published in the daily ‘The Tribune’ on that date,  disclosing information suo motto in terms of Section 4(1)(b) and 4(2) of the RTI Act, 2005. It is also conceded by the respondent that the College is bound by the directions and guidelines issued to the Engg. Colleges in the State by the Department of Technical Education of the Govt. of Punjab. The control and supervision exercised by the Government over the College is further emphasised by the fact that the 

….Cntd/2

-2-

Minister for Technical Education is the Chairman of the Board of Governors and the Secretary Technical Education, Director, Technical Education and Finance Secretary of the Punjab Government are members of the Board of Governors. In view of the self proclamation of the respondent that it is a public authority under the RTI Act, and the control and supervision exercised by the State Government over the College, I rule that Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Technology, Bathinda is a public authority as defined in Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

The respondent is accordingly directed to give a point-wise response to the complainant to his application for information dated 10.01.2008 within a period of 30 days from today. It is made clear that since the supply of the required information in this case has been inordinately delayed, the information will be supplied by the respondent free of cost. 

Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 12.02.2009 for confirmation of compliance.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 4, 2008





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34,  Ist Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kheta Ram,

Vill. Chriwala Dhanna,

Tehsil Fazilka, District Ferozepur.



  
__________ Complainant

Vs.

Dr. Daler Singh.







Registrar-cum-Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal,

Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Technology,

Bathinda-151001.






__________ Respondent
CC No.266 of 2008

Present:
i) 
None on behalf of the complainant.

ii) 
Dr. Daler Singh, Registrar-cum-Public Information Officer,  
ORDER
Heard.

Making his submissions on the issue of whether Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Technology, Bathinda is a public authority or not, the respondent submits that the College was set up by the Government as a Government College of Engg. but was later made autonomous with the registration of a society under the Societies Registration Act, to which the College was transferred. He also submits that the College does not get any grant from the Government and two of the members of the Board of Governors are private persons. For these reasons, he submits that the College is not a public authority as defined under the RTI Act.

The Complainant on the other hand has submitted a copy of a notification issued by the Principal of the College on 09.11.2005, which was published in the daily ‘The Tribune’ on that date,  disclosing information suo motto in terms of Section 4(1)(b) and 4(2) of the RTI Act, 2005. It is also conceded by the respondent that the College is bound by the directions and guidelines issued to the Engg. Colleges in the State by the Department of Technical Education of the Govt. of Punjab. The control and supervision exercised by the Government over the College is further emphasised by the fact that the 

….Cntd/2

-2-

Minister for Technical Education is the Chairman of the Board of Governors and the Secretary Technical Education, Director, Technical Education and Finance Secretary of the Punjab Government are members of the Board of Governors. In view of the self proclamation of the respondent that it is a public authority under the RTI Act, and the control and supervision exercised by the State Government over the College, I rule that Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Technology, Bathinda is a public authority as defined in Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

The respondent is accordingly directed to give a point-wise response to the complainant to his application for information dated 28.09.2007 within a period of 30 days from today. It is made clear that since the supply of the required information in this case has been inordinately delayed, the information will be supplied by the respondent free of cost. 

Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 12.02.2009 for confirmation of compliance.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 4, 2008





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Balbir Singh Sidhu,

S/o Sh. Inder Singh,

W.No. 7, Near Old Police Station,

VPO Lehragaga, Distt. Sangrur.

  
   
__________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

Shromani Gurdwara Prabandhak Committee,

Samundri Hall, Amritsar.
                  

  __________ Respondent

CC No. 1446   of 2008

Present:
i) 
S. Nachhattar Singh, S/o the complainant 

ii)
Sri  Ajaib Singh, Advocate,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
Heard

In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 20-11-2008, the remaining information has been given to the complainant by the respondent today.  The complainant points out that some resolutions which have been asked for by him have not been provided to him.   The details have been explained by him to the respondent, who has given the assurance that any resolution which is available in their record and has not been provided to the complainant will also be given to him within seven days from today.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 18-12-2008 for confirmation of compliance.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 4, 2008





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Col. R.P.S. Brar,

1, Stadium Road,

Patiala-147001.


  


__________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.

              



  __________ Respondent

CC No. 2552   of 2008

Present:
i)   
 Col. R.P.S. Brar, complainant in person 




ii)     
Sri Ashok Vij, Legal Advisor-cum-APIO,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard

The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent.

Disposed of.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 4, 2008





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. O.P. Verma,

QU-83-B, Pitampura,

Delhi- 110088.


  


__________ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police H.Q.,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.              



  __________ Respondent

AC No. 505   of 2008

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the appellant.




ii)     
DSP Gurchain Singh on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard
The information required by the appellant has been provided to him  by the respondent vide his letter dated 11-9-2008.


Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 4, 2008





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. R.S. Walia,

H.No. 260, Model Town,

Ambala City, Haryana.



  


__________ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police H.Q., Sector 9,

Chandigarh.


             


  __________ Respondent

AC No.418  of 2008

Present:
i)   
Sh. R.S. Walia, appellant in person




ii)     
DSP Gursharandeep Singh, Mohali and DSP Prithipal Singh, Crime Br.  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard
The respondent has made a commitment that a reply to the complainant’s application dated 14-5-2008 will be given to him within 7 days.
Adjourned to 10 AM on 18-12-2008 for confirmation of compliance.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 4, 2008





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ramesh Talwar,

(Correspondent Shree Ram Kanya 

678-680, Navrang, Bagh Jhanda Singh, 

Amritsar. 

 







__________ Complainant

Vs.

Ms. Indu Misra,PSC  

Additional Secretary-cum-

 Public Information Officer,

Deptt. of  School Education, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sec-9,

Chandigarh.



     


  __________ Respondent

CC No. 1487   of 2008

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.




ii)   
Ms. Indu Misra,PCS,  Additional Secretary to Government, Punjab-      cum-Public Information Officer.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has submitted an affidavit in response to the notice for the imposition of penalty issued in the Court’s orders dated October 23, 2008 stating that the delay in providing the required information to the complainant was caused by acute shortage of staff and the application for information was dealt with promptly as soon as it came to the Department’s notice. She further submits that she has the highest regard for the RTI Act and for the Commission and every effort will be made to avoid such delays in future. In view of the submissions made by the respondent, the notice issued by the Commission is hereby dropped.

The information required by the complainant has been provided to him in full vide the respondent’s letter dated 21-11-2008.


No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 4, 2008





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. R.S. Walia,

s/o Sh. Anant Ram Walia,

# 260 Model Town,

Ambala City, Haryana. 

 




   
    _________Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, Sr. Superintendent of Police,

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.

 





         __________Respondent
AC No. 258  of   2008
Present:
i)   
Sh. R.S. Walia, appellant in person. 




ii)     
DSP Gursharandeep Singh, Mohali and DSP Prithipal Singh, Crime Br.  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent  submits  that the representation of Sri Sidharath Walia dated  29-1-2008 has not been located in his office despite the post office receipt No. and date having been supplied by the complainant.  A copy thereof has therefore been got made out and given to the respondent in the Court today.  He is directed to send  information  in respect of the action taken or proposed to be taken on this application of the complainant within 30 days.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 12-2-2009 for confirmation of compliance.        






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 4, 2008





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Pyare Lall, PCS (Judicial),

55, Atam Park, Ludhiana.



  


__________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Secretary,

Govt. of Punjab,

Civil Secretariat, Punjab,

Chandigarh.



              



  __________ Respondent

CC No. 2119   of 2007

Present:
i)    
Sh. Pyare Lall, PCS, complainant  in person.
ii) Sh.  Hari Raj, Deputy Secretary, Co-ord. , Sri Rajinder Singh, Supdt,Home on behalf of the respondent
iii) Sri Kamal Kant, Dy. Registrar, Punjab and Haryana High Court.
ORDER

Heard.

Vide the Court’s orders dated 16-10-2008, the respondent was directed to comply with the directions given by the CIC Bench in para 6(ii) and (iii) of its orders dated 15-7-2008.  These directions were as follows:-
(ii) The Respondent shall cause a proper search made for the location of the relevant files.  It shall file an affidavit in the Commission regarding the details of the steps taken for locating the files before the next date of hearing.
(iii) The PIO, office of the Chief Secy., to Govt. of Punjab shall show cause why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 for failing to deal with the RTI request as per law and also as to why the Complainant be not compensated for the loss and detriment suffered by him.

In compliance with the Court’s orders the respondent has submitted an affidavit describing the steps which have been taken to locate the relevant record pertaining to the information which has been sought by the complainant, and stating that the file could not be traced out  even  after making best efforts. Insofar as the direction given at 
Contd…p2/-

---2---

(iii) above is concerned, the respondent has rightly pointed out in its letter dated 1-12-2008 addressed to the Commission that the PIO, office of the Chief Secretary to Government, Punjab, was not the officer responsible for giving the information required by the complainant, since it relates to the department of Home Affairs and the applicant’s complaint was also sent to that department for disposal.  The notice given to the PIO, office of the Chief Secretary to Government, Punjab, is therefore  dropped.

The PIO, office of the Principal Secretary, Department of Home affairs  has, in compliance with the afore mentioned orders dated 15-7-12008, transferred the application for information of the complainant to the PIO/Punjab and Haryana High Court, for providing the information to the complainant regarding matters which concern the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana.  However, the complainant states that no part of his application for information concerns the Hon’ble High Court and the information required by him can be provided only by the department of Home Affairs.


The information for which the complainant has applied relates to an order issued by the Government of Punjab in March, 1978, (more than 30 years ago).The respondent has twice submitted an affidavit to the Court, one dated 15-4-2008 and again the present affidavit dated 21-11-2008, stating that the concerned record could not be traced out despite best efforts.

In the above circumstances, no further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 4, 2008





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Pawan Kumar Dutt,

328, Sector 21-A,

Chandigarh.




  


__________ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Revenue Officer,

Patiala.


                  



  __________ Respondent

AC No. 428   of 2008

Present:
i)    
 None  on behalf of the complainant  
ii)   
 Sh.  Harnek  Singh, Naib Tehsildar, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been supplied by the respondent vide his letter dated 1-12-2008.

Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 4, 2008





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kashmir Singh Bhinder,

# 2414, Phase-11,

Mohali.



  
   


__________ Appellant

 Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police H.Q.,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.
                  



  __________ Respondent

AC No. 309   of 2008

Present:
i) Sri  Kulbir Singh Sekhon, Advocate, on behalf of the appellant

ii) Sri V.K.Sharda,Supdt.,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
Heard.


In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 16-10-2008, the copies of the required ACRs have been supplied to the complainant by the respondent.

No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 4, 2008





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Hitender Jain,

903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana.



  


__________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt.,Punjab,

Deptt. Of Home Affairs & Justice, Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police H.Q.,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.

              



  __________ Respondent

CC No. 2396 of 2007 and CC-200 of 2008

Present:
i)    
Sh. Hitender Jain, complainant in person.
ii)   
 Sh. K.B.Singh, AIG (Litigation), Sri V.K.Sharda, Supdt., and SI Vithal, and S. Satish Kumar Sharma, APIO Home, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant states that no information has been given by the PIO, office of the Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of Home Affairs, regarding the transfer of the SSP, Moga which took place after 9-4-2007.  The respondent states that copies of all available records in the Department of Home Affairs have been given to the complainant in response to the information asked for by him in paras (VII) and (VIII) of his application for information, and the omission pointed out by the complainant is inadvertent. He has made a commitment that the records concerning the transfer of SSP, Moga will also be located and supplied to the complainant.

No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 4, 2008





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Tarjinder Singh,

H. No. 496/3, Mohalla Sikhanwala 




   
    
Chhatti Gali, PATTI,

Distt Tarntaran.





                   ______Complainant

Vs.

Ms. Indu Misra, PCS,    
Additional Secretary to Government, Punjab-cum-

Public Information Officer,

Secondary Education Department,

Mini Sectt, Sector 9, 

Chandigarh. 





         
_______Respondent
A.C. No. 301 of 2008
Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.




ii)   
Ms. Indu Misra, PCS, Additional Secretary to Government, Punjab-      cum-Public Information Officer.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent in response to the notice for the imposition of penalty issued in the Court’s orders dated  November 6,2008, submits that the delay in providing the information to the complainant in this case is totally inadvertent  and it has been caused  by her absence from the office on account of having gone abroad.  She states that she has the highest regard for the RTI Act and for the Commission and every effort will be made to avoid such delays in future. In view of the submissions made by the respondent, the notice issued by the Commission is hereby dropped.  The respondent has submitted to the Court a copy of the information which has been supplied to the complainant vide the respondent’s letter dated 3-12-2008.  The information which has been supplied is precisely in response to the application dated 19-4-2008 of the complainant.
 No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.
 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 4, 2008





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. O.P. Gulati,

H.No. 1024/1, Sector 39B,

Chandigarh.




  


__________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary to Govt., Punjab,

Secondary Education, Mini Sectt.,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.
              



  __________ Respondent

CC No. 997   of 2008

Present:
i)    
Sh. O.P. Gulati, complainant  in person.
ii)   
Ms. Indu Misra,PCS,  Additional Secretary to Government, Punjab-      cum-Public Information Officer.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has submitted to the Court a copy of the information which has been supplied to the complainant vide the respondent’s letter dated 4-12-2008.  The application for information of the complainant is about an inquiry against some officers of the Government mentioned in the application but, since according to the information provided to him, no such inquiry was held, the various points mentioned in the complainant’s application become irrelevant. 
No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


      Punjab

December 4, 2008



