STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harbans Singh,

S/o sh. Ruldu singh,

Vill. Shahpur Kalan,

Tehsil  Sunam, Distt. Sangrur.

_________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Managing Director,

Pb. State Warehousing Corporation,

Bank Square, Sector-17, Chandigarh.
________________ Respondent

CC No. 1101 of 2007

Present:
i)   None on behalf of the complainant.

ii)  Sh. Harbhajan Singh, Jr. Assistant,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent in this case, who is the District Manager, PSWC, Sangrur, has replied to the complainant vide his letter dated 23-4-2007 that there are no persons of the name of Sh. Harbans Singh S/o Sh. Rulda Singh and Smt. Gurjit Kaur W/o Shri Harbans Singh, in their Attendance Register and nor have any payments been made by his office to any individuals bearing these names.  The letter has come back undelivered with the remark of the postal authorities that the addressee has since shifted to Sangrur.   He has, however, not intimated any change of address to the respondent.  He was contacted on the telephone number given in his application and informed that he can collect the reply from the office of the respondent on any working day, but he has failed to do this.

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


Disposed  of.






(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   10th  August, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Mandeep Kaur,

H. No. 501, Phase-9,

Mohali.




   __________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary to Government,Pb.,
General Administration, 

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.________________ Respondent

CC No. 1064 of 2007

Present:
i)   Sh. Hem Raj Mittal, Advocate, on behalf of the  complainant.
ii)  None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The complainant has restricted his requirement of the information described in his application dated 12-5-2007 to the IAS/ PCS officers at present serving or who have served the State Government between  May, 1997 to April, 2007, whose leave cases are dealt with in the Department of Personnel.

The PIO, Department of Personnel, Punjab, is accordingly  directed  to  get  the information  collected and sent to the complainant within 60 days of the date of receipt of these orders on payment of the prescribed fees.  The complainant has dropped her application for information dated 15-5-2007 addressed to the PIO,    Department   of General administration, Punjab.

Adjourned  to 10 AM  on 19-10-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   10th  August, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Col. Prem Singh Grewal,

# 104, New officer Colony,

Patiala.




________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.



             ______ Respondent

CC No. 1074 of 2007
Present:
None.
ORDER


The application for information in this case is exactly the same as in case   CC-1165 /2007, which has already been disposed  of  by this Court on 

9-8-2007.

Disposed  of.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   10th  August, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sharwan Sehgal,

Advocate,

# 49/69, Harpal Nagar,

Ludhiana.




   
_________ Complainant

      



Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Registrar,

Guru Angand Dev Veterinary and Animal Sciences University,

Ludhiana.  





____________ Respondent

CC No. 1206 of 2007

Present:
i)   Dr.  A.S. Grewal , on behalf of the  complainant.

Ii )  None, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


Dr. A.S.Grewal has appeared before this Court on behalf of Sh. Sharwan Sehgal, Advocate, who has made the applications for information in this case, on his ( Dr. Grewal’s) behalf.  He has been advised that the applications should have been  accompanied by powers of attorney, and this  deficiency should now be made up  and powers of attorney in respect of all the three applications for information may be given to the PIO, GADVASU, Ludhiana, at the earliest.

Insofar as the merits of this case are  concerned, there are 3 applications for information in this case and the position regarding each  is as under:-

1. Application dated 31-5-2007

There are three points on which information has been asked for in this application.  The information at point No. 1 has been denied by the respondent on the ground of exemption provided under section 8(d) of the RTI Act,2005.A plain reading of section 8(d) of the Act, ibid, however, makes it clear that it is not at all relevant   to the information which has been asked  for by the complainant, since Dr. A.S.Grewal was also a candidate for the posts for which the selections were made, and    the revelation  of the qualifications and publications etc. of the candidates who appeared for the posts  can in no manner harm the “competitive position” of any candidate.  The information asked for at point no. 2  has not been supplied  by the University claiming exemption under section 8(i)(j) of the RTI Act.  My finding on this point is that since Dr. Grewal was a candidate and was not selected for any of the 3 posts in question, he is within his rights to ask for the details of the evaluations made 
by the Selection
 Committee of each of the
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 candidates, and this does not cause any “unwarranted invasion of the privacy “of any individual.  
 

The objections of the University are therefore overruled and the PIO/GADVASU   is directed to supply the information asked for against point nos. 1 and 2 of the application.
2. Application dated 31-5-2007

The selection of Dr. K.S.Sandhu  as Sr. Scientiest(VDI), has been challenged  in a Court of law and is therefore subjudice.  The proper course of  action for the complainant would be to make a submission to the concerned  Court  for summoning of the required information.
3.Application dated 31-5-2007

The information required by the complainant in this application has been provided to him by the respondent.

The PIO,/ GADVASU, is directed to supply the information required by the complainant in accordance with the orders of this Court on the exemptions claimed by the respondent in their Memo. No.07/E-1/ 4439 dated 27-6-2007, within 15 days from the date of receipt of these orders.  The PIO/GADVASU is also directed to appear before this Court on that date along with a copy of the information which has been provided to the complainant in compliance with the Court’s orders .


Adjourned to 10 AM on 7-9-2007 for confirmation of compliance.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   10th  August, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Satnam Singh,

S/o Sh. Surjit Singh,

Under Trial, Central Jail,

Ludhiana.

 
    

__________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Tarn-Taran.




__________ Respondent

CC No. 1209 of 2007
Present:
i)    None on behalf of the complainant 

ii)   Sh.  Jaswant Singh, DSP (HQs),Tarn Taran, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has stated that no action is possible to be taken in respect of the complaint dated 2-4-2007 since the facts as mentioned by him in his letter have not been found to be correct.  The trial in his case is ongoing and he must await its outcome.  The respondent has been directed to send a suitable reply to the complainant.


Disposed  of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   10th  August, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Amit Goyal,

5/IV, The Mall,

Ludhiana.




     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 1219 of 2007

Present:
i)  None   on behalf of the complainant.

ii ) S I  Varinder Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has stated that the information required by the complainant has been provided to him.

The complainant is not present.


Disposed  of.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   10th  August, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Manjit Singh,

# 2877, Phase 7,

Mohali-61.




     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ropar.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 1230 of 2007

Present:
i) 
Sh. Manjit Singh, complainant in person.

ii) Sh. S.P.Singh, DSP,Ropar, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent except that no information has been given about the statement stated by the complainant to have been recorded , of Sh. Gurinder Singh s/o Chanan Singh.  The respondent has stated before the Court that no such statement has been found in the record of the case and he is  directed to  inform the complainant accordingly, in writing.

Disposed  of.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   10th  August, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

 Advocate Surinder Pal,

C/o Lawyers for Social Action,

H. No. 539/112/3, Street 1-E,

New Vishnu Puri, New Shivpuri road,

Ludhiana- 141007.

    


__________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, (By Regd.Post)
O/o Chairman, 

Zila Parishad, near old Distt. Courts,

Ludhiana.






_________ Respondent

CC No. 1116 of 2007

Present:
i)    Sh. Surinder Pal, complainant in person.

ii )  None  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The application for information in this case was made by the complainant on 23-4-2007 but he has not received any response to the same from the respondent.  Neither the respondent nor any representative on his behalf is present in the Court today for the hearing.  From these facts, I am led to the conclusion that the information in this case is being malafidely denied.

Sh. Prayank Bharti, Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development)-cum-PIO, Zila Parishad, Ludhiana, is hereby given notice to show cause, on the next date of hearing, as to why the penalty of Rs. 250/- per day for every day that the required information was not supplied, after the prescribed period of 30 days, should not be imposed upon him under section 20 of the RTI Act,2005.

The respondent is further directed to supply the information required by the complainant within 10 days from the date of receipt of these orders.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 7-9-2007 for further orders.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   10th  August, 2007

Copy to: Sh. Parayank Bharti, Addl. Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harwinder Prashad,

S/o Sh. Prakash Chand,

VPO- Kathu Nangal,

Dist. Amritsar.
     



______ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o ADC (Development) cum- Chief Executive Officer, 

Zila Parishad, Amritsar.



_______ Respondent

CC No. 1120 of 2007

Present:
i)    None on behalf of the  complainant. 
ii)    Sh. Narinder Pal Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been brought by the respondent and a copy thereof has been taken on the record of this case.  The respondent is directed to send the information by Registered post or Speed post to the complainant today positively.


The complainant is not present.


Disposed of.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   10th  August, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Karam Singh,

S/o Sh. Rikhi Ram,

Vill vajidpur, P.O. Rajgarh,

Tehsil Nabha, Distt. Patiala.  



__ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Distt. Food and Supplies Officer,

Nabaha.





--------
Respondent

CC No. 1155 of 2007

Present:
i)   None  on behalf of the complainant.

ii)  Sh. K.K.Kohli, DFSO, Nabha.

ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been compiled and is ready for delivery,  but the complainant was notified through Registered post within 30 days of the receipt of his application, to deposit a sum of Rs. 676/-, which is the prescribed  fees for the information @ Rs. 2/- per page.  The complainant, however, refused to accept the Registered letter and has also neither approached the respondent thereafter nor has deposited the prescribed fees. The complainant is also not present in the Court today.

In the above circumstances, this case is disposed of with the direction to the respondent to supply the information to the complainant as and when he deposits the prescribed fees.

Disposed  of.









(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   10th  August, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Bhupinder Singh,

# 97, Rose Avenue,

Kheri Road, Patiala.



   _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Registrar,

Punjabi University, Patiala.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 1210 of 2007

Present:
i).  Dr.Bhupinder Singh,  complainant in person.

ii) Sh. V.K.Jindal, Advocate , on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent.  The following 2 items of information may also be supplied to him in accordance with  certain clarifications given by him in respect of his application for information in the Court today:-

1) A copy of the application made by Dr. Raj Kumar  Sharma, the selected candidate for the post of Director, Physical Education and Sports.

2) The complainant may be informed  whether the External Subject Experts, who were members of the Selection Committee for selecting a candidate for the post of Director, Physical Education and Sports, at the time the candidature of Dr. Raj Kumar Sharma  was considered, possess the academic qualifications in accordance with the UGC guidelines and whether they have been approved by the University Syndicate, in accordance with the same guidelines.

The above  information may be supplied to the complainant within 10 days from today.


Disposed  of.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   10th  August, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Janak Raj,

M/s Satpal Janak Raj,

Old Grain Market,

Kotakpura, Distt. Faridkot.

  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director, 

Agriculture, Punjab,

Sector-34, Chandigarh.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 1182 of 2007

Present:
i)    None   on behalf of the complainant.  



ii)   Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, Agricultural Development Officer, on 


      behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has sent the information required by the complainant vide their letter No.1329/JDA (E&T) dated: 4-5-2007,which is in response to his application for information dated 28-02-2007 and memo No. 18/24 dated 6-7-2007, in response to his application for information dated 19-5-2007.


The complainant is not present.


Disposed  of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   10th  August, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Bahadur Singh,

s/o Sh. Sher Singh,

VPO- Soharra, Tehsil Kharar,

Distt. Mohali.




       _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director of Public Instructions (SE),

SCO 95-97, Sector-17-D,

Chandigarh.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 1046 of 2007

Present:
i)   S. Bahadur Singh,  complainant in person.

Ii ) Sh. Ram Singh, Supdt-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


A copy of the complete list of senior laboratory attendants working in the Government Schools in the State of Punjab, was provided by the respondent to the complainant in the Court today in response to his application for information.

Disposed  of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   10th  August, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Pawan Garg,

C/o People for Transparency,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Sangrur.




    ____________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

Red cross Building, near Mahavir Chowk,

Sangrur.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 1029 of 2007

Present:
None.


ORDER


Neither the complainant nor the respondent  are present. The case is disposed of with the direction to the respondent to supply the information asked for by the complainant in his application dated 23-4-2007 within 10 days of the date of receipt of these orders, if not already done.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   10th  August, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Randev Singh Sandhu,

S/o Sh. G.S. Sandhu,

Near civil Hospital,

Anandpur Sahib-140118,

Distt. Ropar.




   _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director of Public Instructions (Colleges),

SCO 66-67, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 1042 of 2007

Present:
i)    Sh. Gurdip  Singh,  on behalf of the complainant.
ii)   Ms. Raman Kalia, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has informed the complainant that the required information, which consists of six pages, can be sent to him  after deposit of the prescribed fees of Rs. 49/--.

The complainant is advised to send a Bank Draft  payable to the PIO, Office of the DPI (Colleges), Punjab, who will, thereafter, send the information to the complainant through Registered post.  As desired by him, an opportunity is given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information which is provided, at 10 AM  on 7-9-2007. Both the parties should be present on that date, unless the complainant does not find any deficiency, in which case he should send an intimation to this effect to the respondent, and the case will be deemed to be disposed of.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   10th  August, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. R.K. Saini,

Flat No. 15-G,

New Generation Apartments,

Dhakoli, Zirakpur.





_______ Complainant

 


Vs.

Public Information Officer, (By Regd.A/d Post)

O/o Executive Officer,( Sh. Kuldeep Rai Verma)
Municipal Council, 

Zirakpur.






_______ Respondent

CC No. 229 of 2007

Present:
i)  Shri R.K.Saini, complainant in person.



ii) Shri  Sanjay Tandon, Asstt. Mech. Engineer,on behalf of the 


    respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been supplied to him by the respondent. However, there has been no response of any kind from the PIO-cum-Executive Engineer, Municipal Council , Zirakpur, to the show cause notice issued to him for the imposition of  prescribed penalty under section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005  vide orders of this Court dated 13-7-2007, sent to him under Registered post.


The Assistant Mechanical Engineer, who is representing the PIO, has submitted that  he was unable to attend the Court in person because of an urgent official  meeting.

In the above circumstances, one last opportunity is given to the PIO to show cause as to why the penalty prescribed under section 20 of the RTI Act,  should not be imposed upon him, in response to the show cause notice issued to him on 13-7-2007.

Adjourned  to 10 AM on 7-09-2007 for further orders.









     (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

Dated :   10th  August.  2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rajinder Kumar,

S/o Sh. Shiv Chand,

# 3415, Mohalla Harpalpura, 

Sirhind Mandi, Fatehgarh Sahib.

_________ Complainant

      Vs.

i)Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Manager, Punsup,

Fatehgarh Sahib.


ii) Public Information Officer,

PUNGRAIN, Fathegarh Sahib.

iii) Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Manager, Pb. State Warehousing Corporation,

Fatehgarh Sahib.


___________ Respondents

CC No.  767  of 2007

Present:
I)  Sh. Rajinder Kumar, complainant in person.



ii)Sh. Arpinderjit  Singh,  Deputy Distt. Manager, PUNSUP,



iii) Sh. J.P.Kakria,Technical Officer,PSWC,Fatehgarh Sahib.



iv) None on behalf of PIO/PUNGRAIN.

ORDER

Heard.


The required  information has been provided to the complainant by all the respondents and the complainant is satisfied with the same.

Disposed of.
(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

Dated :   10th  August.  2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No.84 -85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. Karamjit Singh Gill,

Opp. Old SDM’s Court, Near Asian Foot wears,

MOGA.





…………Complainant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Sr. Superintendent of Police,

MOGA.




              ………….Respondent

CC No.470  of 2006

Present:
i)   Sh. Karamjit Singh Gill, complainant in person.



ii)   None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been finally provided to him in full except for information in respect of  five points which have been mentioned by the complainant in his letter dated 6-8-2007, addressed to the PIO, office of the SSP, Moga.

 It has been stated by the complainant himself that the respondent has not been able to locate the documents mentioned against these 5 points.


In the above circumstances, this case is disposed of with the direction to the respondent to locate and supply the documents mentioned by the complainant in his application dated 6-8-2007 and in case  any one or all of the documents are not found despite the fresh efforts, a FIR should be registered for a proper investigation and identification of the person or persons responsible for the theft.
(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

Dated :   10th  August.  2007

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

Ms. Manpreet Kaur,(under trial prisoner)

W/o S. Darshan Singh,

Women Jail, Ludhiana.


  
 _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 366 of 2007

Present:
i) None on behalf of the complainant.



ii)S.I.  Varinder Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


A copy of the orders of this Court dated 13-7-2007, which had been sent to the Superintendent, Jail, Ludhiana,  has been returned with the remarks that the complainant in this case, Ms. Manjeet Kaur has been granted bail and she has been released from the Jail.


In the above circumstances, no further action can be taken in this case, which is disposed of.  The respondent, however, is directed to supply the information required by the complainant  as and when she approaches him for the same.
(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

Dated :   10th  August.  2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Charan Kamal Singh,

Medical Officer, Civil Hospital,

Batala.



  
 __________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Batala.




___________ Respondent

CC No. 914 of 2007

Present:
None.

ORDER


Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present.  Apparently the orders of this Court dated 27-7-2007 have been complied with.

Disposed  of.

(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

Dated :   10th  August.  2007

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

Dr. Jarnail Singh,

S/o Sh. Ram Kishan Singh,

Ward No. 3,  Dhuri,

Sangrur.




 
__________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector-9, Chandigarh. 



___________ Respondent

CC No. 522 of 2007

Present:
i)   None on behalf of the complainant.



ii)  Inspector  Baldev  Singh, O/o AIG(Crime),on behalf of the



respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

In compliance with the orders of this Court dated 27-7-2007, the remaining information has been supplied by the respondent to the complainant.


The complainant is not present.


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

Dated :   10th  August.  2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Lt. Col. Naresh Kumar Ghai,

C/o Ameliorating India,

205-B, Model Town Extn.,

Ludhiana-2.




  
  ___________ Appellant 

 





Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Controller , Legal Metrology,

Deptt. of Food & Civil Supplies,

Jiwan Deep Building, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.





__________ Respondent

AC No. 149 of 2007

Present:
i)      Lt. Col. N.K.Ghai, appellant  in person.



ii)     Sh.  Harpal Singh, Asstt. Weight & Measures,on behalf of the 


        respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


In compliance with the orders dated 13-7-2007  of this Court, the required information has been supplied by the respondent to the appellant.  It has been stated in their reply that an FIR is not registered against the Milk Plant on the basis of a single packet of under-weight milk.  The appellant is not happy with this reply.  He insisted that it is necessary for the respondent to get a case registered against the manufacturer of the milk under the relevant rules.  He has been told that the stand of the respondent has been made clear to him, and as far as the Commission is concerned, no further action is required to be taken on his appeal.

Disposed  of.

(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

Dated :   10th  August.  2007

