STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Singh, IAS,

Special Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Room No. 611, 6th Floor,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Additional Secretary, 

Secretariat Administration, 6th Floor,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC - 1105 /2010

Present:
Shri Manjit Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Dinesh Sood, Under Secretary Accounts-cum-ApIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Manjit Singh filed an application with the PIO of the office of Additional Secretary, Secretariat Administration  on 23.12.2010 for seeking information on four points. The Under Secretary Accounts-cum-APIO sent a copy of the application of the Complainant to different Departments with a copy to the Complainant  with the request that the information demanded by the Complainant may be supplied to him direct after receiving necessary charges for the documents. Principal Secretary Health and Family Welfare replied back to the Secretariat Administration  with a copy to the Complainant that the 
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information demanded by the Complainant relates to Secretariat Administration 
and necessary action may be taken by them. Dissatisfied with this reply, Shri Manjit Singh filed a complaint with the Commission on 12.03.2010,  which was received in the Commission on 15.03.2010 against Diary No. 4501. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was sent to both the parties for today.
2.

The Complainant brings to the notice of the Commission that Under Secretary Accounts-cum-APIO has informed him vide Memo. No. 5/152/09-3 b/s$77, dated 25.03.2010, inter-alia as under:-
“ nkg dk fXnkB nkoHNhHnkJhHn?eN 2005 d/ g?oQk 8 ns/ Gkos ;oeko tb'A ikoh jdkfJsK BzL 1$3$2008-nkJhHnkoH, fwsh 25-4-2008 d/ g?oQk 9 ftu doi T[gpzXK tZb fdtkT[d/ j'J/ ;{fus ehsk iKdk j? fe fJj ftGkr nkg tb'A wzrh rJh ;{uBk ;gbkJh eoB s'A n;woE j?.

3.

It is made clear to the Respondent that the information cannot be refused under Section 8 of the RTI Act, 2005. After detailed deliberations and arguments, it is directed that the PIO of the office of Secretariat Administration will supply information in respect of IAS/PCS officers posted in the Punjab Civil Secretariat and Mini Secretariat relating to the period from 1995 till 23.12.12009, the date of application of the Complainant.
 4.

The Respondent submits that since the information has been 
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demanded for 15 years, one month’s time may be granted to supply the information. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 11.05.2010 at 12.00 Noon in Committee Room, 4th Floor, Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 06. 04. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Singh, IAS,

Special Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Room No. 611, 6th Floor,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary Health Punjab,
Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC - 247/2010
Present:
Shri Manjit Singh, Appellant, in person.
Shri Mukhtiar Singh Mann, Under Secretary-cum-PIO and Shri Sham Lal, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Manjit Singh filed an application with the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Health  on 27.10.2009  for seeking information on three  points. Superintendent Health-5 Branch vide letter No. 21/82/2009-5f;5$1719, dated 05.11.2009 asked the Appellant to deposit Rs. 104/- as document charges so that requisite information could be supplied to him.  The Appellant, instead of depositing the document charges, filed first appeal with Principal Secretary Health on 23.11.2009 requesting to issue directions to the PIO for supplying complete information in the requisite format free of cost under Section 7(6) of the RTI Act, 2005 and further requested for personal hearing in 
case his request is not accepted. On getting no response, the Appellant filed second appeal with the Commission on 10.03.2010,  which was received in the
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 Commission on 15.03.2010 against Diary No. 4497. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was sent to all  the parties for today.
2.

The Respondent states that the information, running into 61 pages, excluding two pages of covering letter,  has been supplied to the Appellant vide letter No. 21/82/2009-5;-5$221, dated 09.02.2010.  The Appellant states that some pages are not legible and more-over the documents supplied, have not been authenticated. The Respondent assures the Commission that legible pages will be supplied and all the  documents will be duly authenticated. 

3.

Regarding point No. 3, the Appellant states that he will supply copies of his representations submitted to the Department and the Respondent assures the Commission that after receiving the copies of the representations, action taken report will be supplied to the Appellant within 15 days. The Respondent informs the Commission that so far  they have received only  three representations from the Appellant,   which have been dealt with and reply has been sent to the Appellant on 09.02.2010. 

4.

Accordingly, the case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders  on 11.05.2010 at 12.00 Noon in Committee Room, 4th Floor, Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 06. 04. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
                    
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Singh, IAS,

Special Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Room No. 611, 6th Floor,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab,

Sector:34, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC - 1106/2010

Present:
Shri Manjit Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Narinder Mohan, Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Manjit Singh filed an application with the SPIO of the office of Principal Secretary Health, Punjab, on 21.12.2009 for seeking certain information on four points. The Principal Secretary Health issued directions to the Director Health and Family Welfare vide letter dated 23.12.2009, with a copy to the Complainant,  to supply requisite information to the Complainant.  After receiving no information, the Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 10.03.2010, which was received in the Commission on 15.03.2010 against Diary No. 4502. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was sent to all the parties for today.
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2.

The Respondent places on record a Hand Book of Instructions regarding Medical Benefits for Punjab Government Employees/Pensioners(Corrected upto 01.03.2005) Volume-III,  containing Notifications regarding reimbursement of medical bills to the Government Employees and Pensioners, which is handed over to the Complainant in the Court today in my presence. 
3.

Since the other information is being supplied by the Secretariat  Administration in CC-1105/2010,  the instant case is  disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 06. 04. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Singh, IAS,

Special Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Room No. 611, 6th Floor,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab Vidhan Sabha,

Chandigarh.








 Respondent

CC - 1107/2010

Present:
Shri Manjit Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Raman Sood, Superintendent and Shri Chhotu Sharma, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In  this case, Shri Manjit Singh filed an application with the Secretary Punjab Vidhan Sabha for seeking certain information on four points relating to the medical reimbursement to Punjab Vidhan Sabha Employees and MLAs. The APIO, vide letter No. 10/P.I.O./2010/957, dated 25.01.2010, asked the Complainant to deposit Rs. 92/- as document charges alongwith a duly stamped self-addressed envelope, so that the requisite information could be supplied to him. 
2.

A perusal of the case file reveals that the APIO asked the complainant to deposit Rs. 92/- as document charges after a period of 30 days. 
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Therefore, the PIO is directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant free of cost under Section 7(6) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

3.

The Respondent states that the information, running into 47 sheets excluding one sheet of covering letter,  is ready with him for supply to the Complainant and he hands over the same to the Complainant in the Court  in my presence. The Complainant submits that since he has received the information, the case may be closed. 

4.

Accordingly, the  case is disposed of.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 06. 04. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Singh, IAS,

Special Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Room No. 611, 6th Floor,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Social Security, Punjab,

SCO No. 102-103, Sector:34-A, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC - 1104/2010

Present:
Shri Manjit Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Raman Kumar Sharma, Superintendent Grade-1-cum-APIO and Shri Gurjinder Singh Maur, Deputy Director,   on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Manjit Singh filed an application with the SPIO, Department of Social Security & Women and Child Development, Punjab, Chandigarh on 28/30.12.2009 for seeking certain information on five points. The Deputy Director-cum-PIO supplied some information to the Complainant, running into 9 sheets,  vide letter No. RTI/SS/2010/197, dated 01.02.2010, giving reply to each and every para of his application. Not satisfied with the information, the Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 10.03.2010, which was received in the Commission on 15.03.2010 against Diary No. 4498. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was sent to all the parties.
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2.

The Respondent states that some more information has been collected from 13 districts and he hands over the same to the Complainant in the Court in my presence.

3.

It is directed that the Complainant will go through the information, supplied to him today and on 01.02.2010 and will submit his observations/comments, if any,  to the PIO with a copy to the Commission, within a period of 15 days. The PIO will send his response to the observations of the Complainant in the light of his application dated 28/30.12.2009 , within a further period of 15 days under intimation to the Commission. 

4.

Accordingly, the case is fixed for further hearing  on 11.05.2010 at 12.00 Noon in Committee Room, 4th Floor, Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 06. 04. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Singh, IAS,

Special Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Room No. 611, 6th Floor,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Personnel, 6th Floor,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC - 246/2010

Present:
Shri Manjit Singh, Appellant, in person.
Shri Arun Kumar, Superintendent Grade-I and Shri Harbhajan Singh, Superintendent Grade-II,   on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Manjit Singh filed an application with the SPIO of the office of Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Personnel, on 12.10.2009 for  seeking information on three points including copies of his ACRs for the period from 1984-1985 to 2008-2009. The Superintendent-cum-APIO vide his Memo. No. 13/2/07-IAS(7)/1902, dated 21.10.2009 asked the Appellant to deposit Rs. 990/- as documents charges so that the requisite information could be supplied to him and further asked him to approach UPSC for procuring copies of proceedings of Selection Committee. Not satisfied with the reply, the Appellant 
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filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 19.11.2009 on the following grounds:-
(1)
The order conveyed vide Memo. No. 13/2/2007-IAS(7)/1902, dated 21.10.2009 is against Section 7(3) and 7(9) of the RTI Act as break-up/calculations of the demanded fee vis-a vis the specific items of the information sought have not been indicated.

(2)
Section 5(4)(5) and Section 6(3) of the Act have not been implemented while arriving at the decision appealed against. 

He  drew attention of the First Appellate Authority to IAS Branch letter No. 13/2/07-IAS(7)/6540 and No. 8820 dated 04.05.2007 and 04.07.2008 respectively and requested that appropriate directions may kindly be given to the PIO for providing complete information/documents in the demanded format, and for providing the information/documents, free of  cost, u/s 7(6) ibid. He further requested that in case his submissions and request are not accepted, in that event, he may given a personal hearing. On getting no response, he filed second appeal with the Commission on 10.03.2010, which was received in the Commission on 15.03.2010 against Diary No. 4500. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was sent to all the parties for today.
2.

The Appellant states that the First Appellate Authority heard his appeal on 23.12.2009 but no order has been issued by him. The Respondent
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 states that the First Appellate Authority, after hearing the appeal, passed the orders on the file that detailed break up of the information to be supplied to the Appellant, be sent to him  and accordingly break up of the information has been supplied to the Appellant vide Memo. No. 13/2/07-IAS(7)/5, dated 01.01.2010. The Respondent further states that the information is ready with him and will be supplied to the Appellant as and when he deposits Rs. 990/- as documents charges.

3.

The Appellant states that the requisite information may be supplied to him free of cost under Section 7(6) of the RTI Act, 2005 for the following reasons:-

(i)
The APIO vide Memo. No. 13/2/07-IAS(7)/1902, dated 21.10.2009 intimated the total amount of charges of documents to be deposited but did not supply  the detail of the charges. 

(ii)
The First Appellate Authority has not given any reasons for not supplying the proceedings of the meeting of UPSC held at New Delhi. 

(iii) The  break-up of ACRs for the period from 1984-1985 to 2008-2009 has not been supplied to him.
4.

A perusal of the case file reveals that the Department of Personnel had asked  the Appellant within a period of 10 days to deposit Rs. 990/- as 
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document charges and had also asked him to seek information regarding copies of the proceedings of the UPSC from them as the UPSC had directed the Punjab Government vide letter dated 04.04.2008 not to supply the copies of the proceedings of the Selection Committee of  UPSC. Therefore, the Appellant is  directed to collect the requisite information from the PIO on any working day after depositing necessary charges for the documents.
5.

Accordingly,   the case is disposed of.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 06. 04. 2010



      State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr.Rajinder Kumar Singla,

c/o Mr. Jatinder Moudgil,

E-1/12, Punjab University, Chandigarh-14.


      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Local Government, Punjab,

Juneja Building, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 1362 /2009

Present:
Dr. Rajinder K. Singla, complainant, in person.



Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri  



Kuldeep Singh, Clerk, on behalf of  respondent.

ORDER

1.

It is observed that inspite of repeated instructions/ orders to the respondent to supply the requisite information to the complainant, the respondent-PIO is least worried to even read the orders passed by the Commission from time to time. The commission will be compelled to take serious action against the PIO  if the information as per directions given on the last two hearings held on 16.02.2010 and 09.03.2010 is not provided to the complainant.

2.

The respondent places on record a letter No. LIT/1802, dated 05.04.2010 issued by the Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana vide which the Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of Local Government have issued a notification No. 8/71/105-LG-IV/2259,  dated 20-11-2009 appointing all the Executive Officers of Improvement Trusts of the State as Public Information Officers under the Right to Information Act, 2005. The 
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Executive Officer further has been empowered to appoint APIOs in the Improvement Trust for the different branches so that the work relating to RTI applications is dealt with smoothly and efficiently.

3.

In the light of the notification issued by the Government, I direct Shri Jitender Singh, Executive Officer-cum-PIO, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana, to get the information supplied to the complainant within a week’s time i.e. by 13th of April, 2010 complete in all respects.  He is also directed to take strict action against the officers/ officials who are attending to the instant case since 07.08.2009.  Moreover, nine hearings have been held in the case, but no information has been supplied to the complainant as yet. 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on  13-04-2010 in Court No.1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
 5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:06-04-2010


         State Information Commissioner





CC: Shri Jitender Singh, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, 

         Ludhiana.

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shrimati Usha Arora,

C-85, New Cantt. Road,

Faridabad.







      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

AC No. 80 /2010

Present:
Shri Ajay Kumar, Advocate, on behalf of appellant.



Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

After detailed discussions, it is decided that as per serial No.1, reply was given by the Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana vide letter dated 25.02.2008 that the work has been completed on 03.10.2003.  However, the Ld.Counsel states that as per the condition in the Broucher  that the flats will be offered “on as is where is “ basis after obtaining possession certificate from the Trust Engineer.  The Ld.Counsel states that they should give in writing on which date the Trust Engineer has taken possession of the flats and that the flats were offered for possession.  The respondent states that he will submit the information on the next date of hearing.

2.

The case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 13-04-2010 in Court No.1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:06-04-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri K.N.Dua,

1-B-71-NIT (One),

Faridabad-121001.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No. 2640 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

The respondent states that the information has been sent on the correct address as mentioned in the application of Shri K.N.Dua -1-B-71-NIT(One), Faridabad-121001. 

2.

The complainant is not present in the court and nothing has been heard from him. He might have received the information.  The respondent pleads that the case may be closed.

3.

Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:06-04-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jeet Singh,

House No. 205, Patel Nagar, Near Bibiwala Chowk,

Bathinda- 151001.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Bathinda.




 Respondent

CC No. 229 /2010

Present:
Shri Randhawa Singh son of Shri Jeet Singh and Shri 



Sukhwinder Singh, on behalf of complainant.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 04-03-2010 when the instructions were issued to the PIO to supply the requisite information along with the proof vide which the notices/ intimation has been sent to the allottees in connection with the enhancement of the price of flats. None is present on behalf of respondent and no information has been supplied.

2.

As per the instructions issued by the Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab, Department of Local Government, now the Executive Officer is the PIO. Therefore, a show casue notice is issued to Shri Gora Lal, Executive Officer-cum-PIO, Improvement Trust, Bathinda, to appear in person along with the written submission.

3.      I, therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIO, Shri Gora Lal, Executive Officer,  to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for delay in supplying the information. He is also directed to show cause why suitable compensation be not awarded to the 
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complainant under Section 19(8) (b) of the RTI Act, for the detriment and loss suffered by him on account of delay in the supply of information.  The respondent is directed to file his written submission showing cause as afore-mentioned within 15 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 20.04.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
.5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties through Registered post. 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:06-04-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurcharan Singh Brar,

House No. 15, Raj Guru Nagar Extension,

Ludhiana.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Examiner Local Fund Accounts, Punjab,

SCO No. 173-174, 2nd and 3rd floor,

Sector 17C, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No. 1399 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri B.R.Goel, PIO-cum- Regional Deputy Director (Local 


Audit), Jalandhar.

ORDER

1.

A fax message has been received from the complainant on 06.04.2010 against diary No. 6179 in which he has stated that the respondent be directed to comply with the orders of the Commission within one week as already three months have passed and no stay has been granted in the case by the Hon’ble High Court.  He further states in the fax message that they have been harassing him for the last ten years by giving mis-leading, incorrect and contradictory information for which they have been fined and again they are harassing him mentally and financially as he has to spend money on each hearing. 

2.

Shri B.R,Goel, PIO-cum-Regional Deputy Director, Jalandhar places on record a letter dated 01.04.2010 in which it has been stated that the State Government has filed a Civil Writ Petition  No. 3121 of 2010 in the Hon’ble High Court against the orders dated 29.12.2009.  The Hon’ble High Court has 
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kindly issued a notice of motion in the above-said CWP and fixed 11th May, 2010 as the date of next hearing in this matter. He pleads that the date of hearing in the matter may kindly be postponed in the interest of justice.

3.

On the perusal of the case file, it reveals that the case has been heard by the Hon’ble High Court on 22.02.2010, 05.03.2010, 15.03.2010, 18.03.2010 and  29.03.2010 and now the notice of motion has been issued for 11.05.2010, but the respondent could not produce the interim stay orders.  It is directed that the orders of the Commission dated 29.12.2009 be complied with within a week’s time.  The amount of penalty which has already been deducted by the Department from the salary of Shri A.P.Gupta, be deposited under the Head :-


 Major Head- 0070-Other Administrative Services;

            Sub Major Head- 60- other services-


Minor Head- 800-other receipts-


Sub Head: 86-Fee under the Right to Information Act, 2005.”

The  compensation amount of Rs. 14,000/- be paid to the complainant in the shape of demand draft.

4.
The case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 20.04.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                                                                                         Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:06-04-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Prabhjot Kaur,

House No. 2068, Phase-7, SAS Nagar

(Mohali).







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Inspector General of Police,

C.M.Security, 2nd floor, Punjab Civil Sectt.

Chandigarh.








 Respondent

CC No. 287 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Mangal Singh,  SP. o/o DIG(CM Security) on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

The respondent states that the copy of notification issued by the Punjab Government dated 23.02.2006 has been sent through courier on 10.03.2010 which might have been received by the complainant. Moreover, the complainant is not present today in the court and she might be satisfied with the information supplied to her.  He pleads that the case may be closed.

2.

Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:06-04-2010


         State Information Commissioner





After the hearing is over, Ms. Prabhjot Kaur appears in the Court and places on record her written statement in the instant case. Complainant is 
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directed to send one copy to the PIO of office of DIG, CM Security, 2nd floor, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh. However, the case has been disposed of in the absence of complainant. One more date is given to the respondent to attend to the observations made by the complainant regarding notification issued by the Government of Punjab on 23.02.2006.

2.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.04.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:06-04-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manish Saini s/o Sh.Jagdish Raj Saini,

21-A, New Gobind Nagar, Sodal Road,

Jalandhar.







      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Jalandhar.




 Respondent

AC No. 73 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri Pritam Singh, superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

Respondent places on record a photocopy of the information supplied to the applicant, Shri Manish Saini, by the Improvement Trust, Jalandhar .  The complainant has written on the letter as :-



“  fog'oN s'A ;zs[;N jK. ;jh$-   Manish Saini. 5-4-2010.

2.

The respondent states that since the complainant is satisfied with the information supplied to him, the case may be closed.

3.

Accordingly, the case is closed and  disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:06-04-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parkash Chand

c/o Shri Ram Kumar Rinwa,

President, Village Social Welfare Society,

Karandi, distt. Mansa.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Joint Registrar, cooperative Societies,

Ferozepur.








 Respondent

CC No. 790 /2010

Present:
Shri Parkash Chand, complainant, in person.



Shri Baljit Kumar, Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies, 


Mansa and Shri H.S.Bedi, Advocate on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Ld.Counsel on behalf of respondent places on record, documents in which he has stated that due to medical grounds, Shri Boota Ram, Joint Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Ferozepur, is unable to attend the proceedings as per directions given by the Commission.  He places on record a medical certificate and affidavit that the information relating to paras No.(i) and (ii) has been supplied.

2.

On the perusal of the information supplied, it brings out that the information relating to para No.(ii) has been supplied on last date of hearing.  The information relating to para No. (iii) , a photocopy of the affidavit signed by all the Society members is supplied in my presence today in the court. 

3.

The information relating to para No. 1 for the  statements of all the employees of Central Cooperative Bank, Jatana Kalan and Sardulgarh are 
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not available in the file for which they have written that no other record is available in the public domain of public authority. The complainant places on record a letter dated 27.03.2010 and his written statement dated 06.04.2010 in which he has stated that  Shri Balwinder Singh, Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Sardulgarh, distt. Mansa, after the hearing on 25.03.2010, used unparliamentary language and threatened him that he will implicate him in a false case.  He has sent a letter to SSP, Mansa, Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab, Chandigarh, Punjab State Human Rights Commission, Chandigarh and to the Information Commission.  He further states that the information is late by eight months, action be taken against the PIO as per RTI Act.

4.

The written submission placed on record by the Ld. Counsel justifying that the information is not late deliberately but it is late due to procedural difficulty in completing the information. The respondent states that the complainant has been directed to deposit the requisite fee.  The respondent states that in future full attention will be paid that the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 and the Rules,2007, framed by the Punjab Government are strictly implemented.  So far as the question of imposing penalty on the PIO is concerned, I am satisfied with the explanation and statement made by the Ld. Counsel and no penalty is imposed upon the PIO. However, compensation amounting to Rs.2,000/- (Rupees Two thousand only) is awarded to the complainant, as demanded by him, to be paid in the shape of demand draft within a period of one week. 

5.

Case is fixed for confirmation of orders on  13.04.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:06-04-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ram Kumar,

President, Village social Welfare Society,

Karandi, distt. Mansa.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Joint Registrar, Cooperative Societies,

Ferozepur.








 Respondent

CC No. 495 /2010

Present:
Shri Ram Kumar, complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

On the last date of hearing,  directions were issued to the Deputy Registrar-cum-PIO to supply the information free of cost within a period of 15 days. But none is present on behalf of respondent and no information has been supplied to the complainant till date. Shri Ram Kumar, complainant, places on record his written submission dated 06.04.2010 in which he has stated that the PIO has returned the fee of Rs.10/- attached with his application in the shape of IPO, which is against the provisions of RTI Act and pleads that action be taken against the PIO accordingly. 

2.               On the last date of hearing, PIO was directed to be present in person in the Court on the next date of hearing, but he is not present in the Court today.     I, therefore, call upon  Shri Raj Pal, Deputy Registrar-cum-PIO, office of Joint Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Ferozepur,   to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for delay in supplying the information and returning the application along with the fee to the complainant. 
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He is also directed to show cause why suitable compensation be not awarded to the complainant under Section 19(8) (b) of the RTI Act, for the detriment and loss suffered by him on account of delay in the supply of information.  The respondent is directed to file his affidavit showing cause as afore-mentioned within 15 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.04.2010 in Court No.1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:06-04-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Om Parkash Bhatia,

c/oShri Rajinder Bhatia, Advocate,

# 159, Opp. Mata Gujri Prk,

Guru Tegh Bahadur Nagar, Jalandhar City.


      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No. 3817 /2009

Present:
None is present from the complainant as well as respondent 


side.

ORDER

1.

Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana was present in the court today in other cases, but he left the court without attending the proceedings in the instant case. Neither any information has been supplied to the complainant. 

2.

It is directed that Shri Jatinder Singh, Executive Officer-cum-PIO will bring personally, the original file relating to flat No. 93-G on the next date of hearing. It is also directed that strict action be taken against Shri Jagbir Singh, who left the court without attending the proceedings in the instant case. 

3.

Case is fixed for further hearing on 13.04.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:06-04-2010


         State Information Commissioner


 
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashwani Kumar,

House No. B-II-657, Gandhi Nagar,

Jalandhar-144008.






      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Local Government, Punjab,

Juneja Building, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC No. 785 /2009

Present:
Shri Ashwani Kumar, appellant, in person.



Shri Paramjit Singh, Superintendent, office of DLG and Shri 


Ashwani Kumar, Senior Assistant, office of PSLG, on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

The respondent on behalf of appellate authority, states that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant and the appellant also admits that he has received the information and he is satisfied with the information supplied to him.

2.

In so far as the information relating to office of Director, Local Government is concerned, appellant was directed to go with the respondent to identify the information required by him.  On the orders of commission, the information, as identified by the appellant, was handed over to him by respondent and he says that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him.

3.

Since the requisite information stands supplied and the respondent pleads that the case may be closed.  Accordingly, the case is disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:06-04-2010


         State Information Commissioner



