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

Shri Hakam Singh, #2556,

Ward No.11, Nagar Council, Kharar, District Mohali.
_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,



o/o the Joint Director (Admn) o/o the Vigilance Bureau, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1595 of 2010
Present:-
Shri Hakam Singh complainant in person.
Shri Gurbachan Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant has raised 30 queries in his application dated 5.3.2010 addressed to the Vigilance Bureau, Chandigarh seeking details regarding his complaint against Smt. Gian Kaur Rathore, Under Secretary (Retired), Government of Punjab.

2.

The respondent submits that they have supplied the information on first three issues and as the subsequent queries are more in the nature of questions, rather than seeking copies of the record/documents, these have not been supplied to the complainant.

3.

The respondent further submits that inquiries on various complaints made by the complainant have since been completed and he undertakes to supply copies of the same to the complainant.  The complainant may, thereafter, peruse the inquiry reports and if he still requires copies of any documents/record, let him specify the same in writing. 

4.

To come up on 24.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)

May 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Balwinder Singh s/o Sh. Kulwant Singh

Village Raul, Tehsil Payal, Distt. Ludhiana.


_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Khanna.

   _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1602 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Balwinder Singh complainant in person.



H.C. Jain Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant vide an application dated 25.2.2010 addressed to the Senior Superintendent of Police, Khanna raised 9 queries seeking information pertaining to ASI Jaswinder Singh, Police Station, Payal.  Most of the queries of the complainant relate to personal information, some of which are not allowable under the Right to Information Act as for example, the number of children of ASI,  Jaswinder Singh, the name of school they are studying etc.

2.

PIO was required to follow the procedure laid down under Section 11 of the Right to Information Act, giving a notice to third party and obtain his submissions before passing  a speaking order on each of the nine queries of the complainant.  The procedure laid down under the Right to Information Act, 2005 has not been observed, before denying the information.  
2.

The PIO is, therefore, directed to pass a speaking order after complying with Section 11 of the Right to Information Act, 2005. Thereafter, if the complainant is still aggrieved by the order of the PIO, he may approach the Commission for further action at this end.
3.

To come up on 24.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)

May 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Balwinder Singh s/o Sh. Kulwant Singh

Village Raul, Tehsil Payal, Distt. Ludhiana.

_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Khanna.

    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1603  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Balwinder Singh complainant in person.



H.C. Jain Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant had moved an application dated 25.2.2010 to the Senior Superintendent of Police, Khanna seeking details of the record pertaining to p;sk n vide which he was declared as a B.C.  The respondent had sent a reply to the complainant vide No.374 dated 5.5.2010 with an endorsement to the State Commission that the information cannot be supplied to the complainant under the Right to Information Act, 2005.

2.

Let the complainant file a written reply/rejoinder.  To come up on 24.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)

May 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Arun Kumar #220, 

United Cooperative House Building Society,

Sector 68,Mohali, Punjab, Chandigarh.


_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana.

    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1588   of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


H.C. Suresh Kumar on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent states that the information has been dispatched through registered post to the complainant vide No.197/RTI dated 8.5.2010.  The complainant is, however, absent without intimation.  To enable the complainant to confirm that he has received the information to his satisfaction, the case is adjourned to 4.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.









   (R.I. Singh)

May 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Sukhdev Singh s/o Sh. Santokh Singh,

H.No.223, St.No.4, Mohalla Guru Gobind Singh Nagar,

Near Mair Di Chowki, P.O. Daba, Distt. Ludhiana.

_____ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,



o/o the Chief Engineer, Punjab State Electricity Board,

Ludhiana.





    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1585  of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Mohan Singh, Sub Divisional Officer on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent produces a photocopy of two receipts one dated 7.5.2010 and second dated 15.5.2010 as evidence of acknowledgement of the information by the complainant.  The letter of the respondent bearing No.1149 dated 13.5.2010 is taken on record alongwith its enclosures.

2.

The complainant, however, has sent a fax message that he is unwell and therefore, unable to attend the proceedings.  He has also alleged deficiencies in the information, though not specified the same. As a last opportunity, to enable the complainant to specify the deficiencies, the case is adjourned to 7.6.2010.  The complainant must convey the deficiencies to the respondent well before the next date of hearing so that the case could be finally settled on that date.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 7.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)

May 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Amrit Pal Singh, HM 61, Phase-3BI,

Mohali-160059.





_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Inspector General of Police (Hqrs),

o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh.
    _______ Respondent.

CC No.  1607    of 2010
Present:-
Shri Amrit Pal Singh complainant in person.


Shri Gurmeet Chauhan, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has filed a written submission vide No.1293/RTI-2 dated 12.5.2010 stating that the original application of the complainant dated 8.3.2010, said to have been made to the PIO, was never received in the office of the Inspector General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh.  It has, however, further been stated that on perusal of the queries of the complainant, the information cannot be supplied under Section 2 (f) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

2.

Let the complainant file his rejoinder.

3.

To come up on 7.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)

May 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Amrit Pal Singh, HM 61, Phase-3BI,

Mohali-160059.





_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Inspector General of Police (Hqrs),

o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh.
    _______ Respondent.

CC No.  1608    of 2010

Present:-
Shri Amritpal Singh complainant in person.
Shri Gurmeet Chauhan, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent states that the matter relates to the Inspector General of Police (Crime), Punjab, Chandigarh.  Therefore, the application of Shri Amritpal Singh dated 27.2.2010 addressed to the PIO/Police Department, Punjab has been transferred to him vide Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh’s letters No.629/RTI-2 dated 10.3.2010 and No.1300/RTI-2 dated 12.5.2010.  The respondent pleads that PIO o/o the Inspector General of Police (Crime), Punjab should be made a party in the present case.  Issue notice accordingly.
2.

To come up on 7.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)

May 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

CC

The Inspector General of Police (Crime), Punjab, Chandigarh 

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

Shri Amrit Pal Singh, HM 61, Phase-3BI,

Mohali-160059.





_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Inspector General of Police,

Patiala.






    _______ Respondent.

CC No.  1609    of 2010

Present:-
Shri Amritpal Singh complainant in person.

DSP (Hqrs) Amar Preet Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent states that the investigation has been completed. The relevant information was handed over to the complainant in my presence during the course of hearing.  Let the complainant peruse the same and confirm that all his queries have been met.  

2.

To come up on 7.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)

May 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Rabinder Singh, 6, 

Jyoti Nagar Extension, Jalandhar.



_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Jalandhar.

    _______ Respondent

CC No.  725   of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
S.I. Daljit Singh o/o the Commissioner of Police, Jalandhar on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent states that the information pertaining to the five queries of the complaint dated 7.9.2009 have been duly forwarded to him and he has acknowledged the receipt of same on 29.4.2010.  However, his last query as to by which date the inquiry proceedings are likely to be finalized has not been answered, .as this is not an information within the meaning of Right to Information Act, 2005. 

2.

The complainant is absent and has sought an adjournment.  In view of the request of the complainant, the case is adjourned to 21.6.2010.  Let the complainant file his reply/rejoinder with a copy to the respondent before the next date of hearing.  The respondent is exempted from appearance on the next date of hearing.

3.

To come up on 21.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)

May 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Makhan Lal s/o Sh. Chet Ram

C/o Singla Colar Company, Bus Stand Road, Dhuri-148024.
_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar.

FAA-Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar.

    _______ Respondents

AC No. 237       of 2010

Present:-
Shri Prem Chand Singla on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Rajinder Kumar, Clerk  on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On 30.3.2010, the respondent had handed over some information which the complainant had alleged to be deficient.  Reportedly as the balance information was to be obtained from S.U.S. Women College, Tangori under Section 2 (f) of the Right to Information Act, 2005, the case was adjourned to 17.5.2010 to enable the respondent to procure the information and supply to the complainant.

2.

The complainant today alleges that he has still not been given information regarding data relating to 18.8.2008, 23.9.2008 and 24.9.2008.  He further alleges that information has been supplied by the University from its own record and not after obtaining from SUS Women College, Tangori.

3.

Last opportunity is granted to the respondent to remove the deficiencies after obtaining the information from the college.  Copies of the original response received from the college giving date-wise information as sought by the complainant should be supplied to him within 20 days.
4.

To come up on 21.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)

May 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Prem Singh, VPO Amarpura (Bahabwala),

Tehsil Abohar, Distt. Ferozepur-152116.



_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Registrar, Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar.

FAA -The Registrar, Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar.    _______ Respondents

AC No. 221 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Prem Singh appellant in person.



Shri Rajinder Kumar clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



As a last opportunity time is allowed. The respondent will remove the deficiencies pointed out by the appellant, in the reply given to him by the University, before the next date of hearing.
2.

To come up on 21.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)

May 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri BaljinderSingh 

s/o Late Shri Mohinder Singh,

H.No.345, Advocate Society, Sector 49-A,

Chandigarh.






_______ Appellant..

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Registrar (Admn.)

o/o the Punjab & Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.

FAA-Punjab and Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.






    _______ Respondent.

AC No. 248 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Jai Bhagwan Gupta complainant in person.

Shri Ranjit Singh, Deputy Registrar-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The appellant was absent on the last date of hearing on 13.4.2010 without intimation.  However, the case was adjourned to give him a last opportunity which he has not availed.  He is again absent without any intimation.  It appears that he is not interested to pursue the case and accordingly the appeal case is filed.








   (R.I. Singh)

May 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Jai Bhagwan Gupta,

H.No.139, Sector 45-A, Chandigarh.




_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.

The Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.

    _______ Respondents

AC No.  239      of 2010

Present:-
Shri Jai Bhagwan Gupta complainant in person.
Shri Ranjit Singh, Deputy Registrar-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 5.4.2010, the respondent was given an adjournment to file a written reply/rejoinder. Today, however, the respondent submits that no written reply/rejoinder will be filed, on behalf of the respondent.

2.

The case was taken up for arguments.   Heard both the parties. The case is adjourned for pronouncement of order.  A date for the pronouncement of order will be intimated in due course.








   (R.I. Singh)

May 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Prabhjot Singh Walia s/o Sh. Manmohan Singh Walia,

r/o HIG House No.682, Phase-9, Mohali.


_______ Complainant.

    




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

SAS Nagar.






    _______ Respondent.

CC No.  1316  of 2010

&
CC No.  1317 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Prabhjot Singh Walia complainant in person.



ASI Jaspal Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



In compliance with the order dated 21.4.2010, the respondent-PIO today filed written submissions vide No.8439 dated 17.5.2010, in both the complaint cases, No.CC-1316/2010 and CC-1317/2010.  He has further relied on the decision of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India reported in 2005(4) RCR (Criminal)651 (Sidharatha etc. vs. State of Bihar) and also 2007(2) RCR (Criminal) 30 (State of N.C.T. of Delhi vs. Ravi Kant Sharma and others) and averred that the information sought by the complainant is not disclosable in view of the provisions of the law.  The respondent pleads that both these cases should be dismissed.


2.

The complainant has been supplied copy of the written submission of the respondent. He seeks an adjournment to file his rejoinder.  Time is allowed.
3.

To come up on 24.5.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)

May 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Manish Kumar s/o Sh. Janak Raj,

H.No.462, Gali Baba Bachan Dass, Jalalbad (West).
_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

O/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ferozepur.






    _______ Respondent.

CC No.  1335      of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the respondent had filed a written submission that the request for information was duly declined and conveyed to the complainant vide PIO’s letter No.131/RTI dated 18.2.2010 on the ground that the matter is under investigation and therefore, information cannot be disclosed. As the complainant was absent without intimation, to enable him to file his reply/rejoinder, the case was adjourned to 17.5.2010.

2.

The complainant is again absent today without intimation. It seems that he is not interested to file his reply/rejoinder or pursue the case. As such the plea of the respondent is accepted and the complaint case is closed.  








   (R.I. Singh)

May 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Dr. Sandeep Gupta, 989, Sector 15-A,

Near Bishnoi Market, Hisar-125001.




_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deptt. of Food and Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs

Punjab, Chandigarh.





    _______ Respondents

CC No. 801       of 2010

Present:-
Shri Jagjit Singh Advocate on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Naib Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 22.4.2010, the complainant was asked to peruse the reply given by the respondent and confirm if he is satisfied with the same.  The complainant has submitted a written reply, a copy of which has been supplied to the respondent today.  Perusal of the submission of the complainant shows that he is not satisfied with the reply given by the respondent and has specified the deficiencies, which need to be removed by the respondent.

2.

Let the respondent remove all the deficiencies pointed out by the complainant.  
3.

To come up on 1.7.2010 at 10.30 A.M. 









   (R.I. Singh)

May 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Dr. Sandeep Gupta, 989, Sector 15-A,

Near Bishnoi Market, Hisar-125001.




_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o  The Secretary, Social Security and Child Development, Punjab,

Chandigarh.





    _______ Respondents

CC No. 802       of 2010

Present:-
Shri Jagjit Singh Advocate on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Raman Kumar, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


  The complainant has filed a written reply pointing out specific deficiencies which still persist in the information supplied to him. A copy of this has been supplied to the respondent, who may remove the deficiencies and also submit a point-wise reply before the next date of hearing.
2.

To come up on 1.7.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)

May 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Gurminder Singh, 43/6,

Aman Vihar, Patiala-147002.





_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar.

    _______ Respondents

CC No. 822  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Gurminder Singh complainant in person.


Shri Tribhawan Singla, Advocate on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent has appeared through Shri Tribhawan Singla, Advocate who submitted his formal power of attorney and sought an adjournment.

2.

Earlier this case had come up for hearing on 30.3.2010 when the respondent was directed to remove the deficiency in the information supplied to the complainant by 22.4.2010, but the respondent had failed to do so.  The case was therefore again adjourned to 17.5.2010, with the directions that the deficiencies should be removed within 10 days.  However, today, when the case came up for hearing, the respondent has again failed to either file a reply or to confirm that the deficiencies have been removed.

3.

The Right to Information Act, 2005 lays down a statutory limit of 30 days from the date of application to the PIO, which in the present case is 24.12.2009, to supply the information, failing which the PIO is liable for penalty.  Let the PIO, therefore, show cause why penalty proceedings should not be initiated against him.  He shall file a written reply explaining the delay of each day beyond 30 days and also a point-wise reply to the information sought by the complainant.
4.

To come up on 1.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)

May 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Suresh Kumar Rana,

Advocate, H. No.1178, St. No.5, Kabir Nagar,

Jalandhar-144008.





_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar.

    _______ Respondents

CC No. 823  of 2010

  Present:-
Shri Suresh Kumar Rana complainant in person.


Shri Rajinder Kumar on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



In this case, the complainant had moved an application dated 24.12.2009 to the PIO/Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar seeking information on 11 points.  The PIO had sent a reply which was reported to be deficient.  Consequently on 30.3.2010, the PIO was asked to remove the deficiencies and also file a point-wise reply to the queries of the complainant raised in the application dated 24.12.2010.  However, the PIO failed to comply with these directions, when the case was taken up for hearing on 22.4.2010.  The case was again adjourned to 17.5.2010.
2.

Today the representative of PIO Shri Rajinder Kumar submits that the concerned department of the University, namely ‘The Dean of Academics’ has failed to supply the information to the PIO and consequently, PIO is unable to supply the information by removing the deficiencies pointed out by the complainant.  Let a notice issue to the Dean Academics, Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar in exercise of powers vested under Section 18(3) read with relevant provisions of Civil Procedure Code as to why penalty proceedings should not be initiated against him for willful refusal to furnish the information which had been sought from him by PIO under Section 5(iv) and (v) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  He is further directed to be present on the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 21.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.

3.
To come up on 21.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)

May 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

CC

Shri Buta Singh, Dean Academics, Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harjit Singh Ahluwalia,

r/o H. No. 2490, Sector 40-C,

Chandigarh.






_________ Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director,

The Pb. State Co-op. Agriculture 

Development Bank Ltd. 

Sector 17-B, Chandigarh.




__________ Respondent

                                               CC No. 3914 of 2009
Present:-
Shri Harjit Singh Ahluwalia complainant in person.
Shri Sarabjit Singh, General Manager-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On 30.4.2010, the respondent was directed to supply certified copies of the documents sought by the complainant free of cost within 10 days.  The case was adjourned to 17.5.2010 for a compliance report.

2.

The respondent, however, submits that he had not received the certified copy of the order dated 30.4.2010 and therefore, the order could not be complied with.  He seeks  time of 15 days to enable the answering-respondent to file an appeal against the order dated 30.4.2010, in the Hon’ble High Court.
3.

The complainant on the other hand also submits a written submission seeking imposition of penalty on the PIO for non-compliance of the order dated 30.4.2010.  
4.

Heard the parties.  Since the issue, whether the Cooperative Societies are covered under the Right to Information Act or not, is subjudice before the Hon’ble High Court in number of other cases, the request of the respondent to allow him time, is accepted to enable him to challenge the order dated 30.4.2010 before the Hon’ble High Court.

4.

In case the respondent is unable to obtain a stay order from the Hon’ble High Court before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 7.6.2010, he shall supply the information to the complainant as per order dated 30.4.2010 failing which penalty proceedings will be initiated.

5.

To come up on 7.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)

May 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shr H.C. Arora, Advocate,

H.No-2299, Sec-44-C,

Chandigarh.







_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public information Officer,

o/o Pb. Technical University, kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar.

FAA- Pb. Technical University, kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar.






       _______ Respondents

AC No.  338      of 2010

Present:-
Shri Rajinder Kumar Gupta on behalf of the appellant.


Shri Rajinder Kumar, clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri R.K.Gupta authorized representative of Shri H.C.Arora, the appellant makes a statement that the balance information pertaining to query at Sr. No.2 and Sr. No.6 of his original application dated 7.9.2009 addressed to the Public Information Officer has since been furnished to him.  
2.

However, as information was delayed and was supplied much after the lapse of 30 day’s statutory period, the respondent is hereby called upon to file a written reply and show cause as to why penalty should not be imposed on him.

3.

To come up on 21.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)

May 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

