STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Shiv Ram Saroya,

600/100, Ahata Sher Jung,

Ludhiana – 141008.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director, 

Milkfed, Punjab, SCO No. 153-55, Sector:34-A, 

Chandigarh.








 Respondent

CC - 1019/2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri  Ashwani Prashar, Advocate;  Shri R. S. Parmar, XEN-cum-PIO and Shri Pitambar Joshi, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Ld. Counsel for the Respondent states that stay has been granted by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in similar other cases which are pending in the Hon’ble Court to determine  whether Milkfed and other such Institutions are  covered under the RTI Act, 2005. He requests that the instant case may be  adjourned sine die till the pronouncement of the judgement by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. 
2.

Accordingly, the instant case is adjourned Sine-die.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 29. 04. 2010



      State Information Commissioner    

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Baldev Raj Sharma,

H.No. 2048, Verka Enclave,

Sector: 49-C, Chandigarh.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director, 

Milkfed, Punjab, SCO No. 153-55, Sector:34-A, 

Chandigarh.








 Respondent

AC - 252/2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.
Shri  Ashwani Prashar, Advocate;  Shri R. S. Parmar, XEN-cum-PIO and Shri Pitambar Joshi, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Ld. Counsel for the Respondent states that stay has been granted by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in similar other cases which are pending in the Hon’ble Court to determine  whether Milkfed and other such Institutions are  covered under the RTI Act, 2005. He requests that the instant case may be  adjourned sine die till the pronouncement of the judgement by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. 

2.

Accordingly, the instant case is adjourned Sine-die.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 29. 04. 2010



      State Information Commissioner                 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate,

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

New Vishnu Puri, New Shiv Puri Road,

P.O. Basti Jodhewal, Ludhiana.





Complainant







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

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building,

Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC - 1258/2009
Present:
Shri Surinder Pal, Complainant, in person.
Shri  Dalwinder Kumar, Superintendent-cum-PIO and Shri Jagdish Singh Johal, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 30.03.2010,  when show-cause notices were issued to Shri Bhajan Singh, Under Secretary Local Government(Retd.), Smt. Meenakshi Bagga, Under Secretary Local Government(now Deputy Secretary Coordination)  and Shri Nirmal Singh Mavi, Under Secretary Local Government(now Under Secretary  Labour) for imposing penalty upon them for the delay in the supply of the information and for awarding compensation to the Complainant. These notices have been returned to the Commission by the Postal 
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Authorities with the following remarks:-





Shri Bhajan Singh

“;/tk w[es j' frnk j?   “


Smt. Meenakshi Bagga
“pdb e/ gzikp f;tb ;eZso/s ub/ rJ/”



Shri Nirmal Singh Mavi
“fpwko j? SZ[Nh s/  j?”
2.

A fax message has been received from Smt. Meenakshi Bagga, Under Secretary(now Deputy Secretary Coordination) intimating the Commission that she has received a letter regarding the instant case on 28.04.2010 and she does not remember clearly whether this case was submitted to her or not. She has requested that she may be given one week time to see the record before submitting her reply.
3.

The Respondent informs the Commission that the orders of the Commission dated 30.03.2010 have been sent to the concerned officers vide Memo. No. 1/44/09-2LG1/1631-33, dated 27.04.2010 by registered post. He submits one copy of this letter, which is taken on record. The Respondent pleads that the case may be adjourned for at least one month so that reply to the show-cause notices could be obtained from the concerned officers and submitted to the Commission. The Complainant requests that a copy of the reply to the show-cause notices to be submitted by the officers may also be sent to him so that he could also submit his observations.
4.

Accordingly, it is directed that the Respondent will ensure that the 
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show-cause notices issued by the Commission are served upon the concerned officers and their reply is submitted to the Commission before the next date of hearing so that the case could be decided on the next date of hearing. One copy of the reply to the show-cause notice  be also sent to the Complainant so that he could also submits his observations, if any. 
5.

The case is fixed for final  hearing on 01.06.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 29. 04. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

CC:

1.
Shri Bhajan Singh, Under Secretary(Retd.)




H.No. 2708, Sector: 40-D, Chandigarh.
2. Smt. Meenakshi Bagga, 

Deputy Secretary Coordination,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.
3. Shri Nirmal Singh Mavi,

Under Secretary Labour,

H.No. 2008, Sector: 21-C, Chandigarh.
                       

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate,

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

New Vishnu Puri, New Shiv Puri Road,

P.O. Basti Jodhewal, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Registrar of Firms & Societies,

17 Bays Building, Sector:17, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC - 452/2010
Present:
Shri Surinder Pal, Complainant, in person.
Shri  Daljit Singh Sidhu, Registrar Firms and Societies-cum-APIO and Smt. Parminder Kaur, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

As per directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing i.e. 25.03.2010, a written submission  dated 19.04.2010 from  Shri Daljit Singh Sidhu, Registrar Firms and Societies-cum-APIO has been received in the Commission on 19.04.2010 against Diary No. 7233. The Complainant states that he has also  received a copy of this written submission of the APIO.
2.

The Complainant sent his observations  vide letter  dated 10.04.2010 on the information supplied to him earlier, which was received in the Commission on 20.04.2010 against Diary No. 7280 and one copy is handed over 
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to the APIO in the Court today in my presence. 
3.

 The Complainant submits his rejoinder to the written submission of the APIO dated 19.04.2010, which  is taken on record and one copy is handed over to the APIO.
4.

The APIO is directed to send his response to the observations submitted by the Complainant vide letters dated 10.04.2010 and 29.04.2010 within 15 days with a copy to the Commission. 

5.

The case is fixed for final  hearing on 01.06.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 29. 04. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Priya Tejpal,

Flat No. 28, 12-B Lord Sinha Road,

Calcutta – 700071.







Complainant







Vs

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





 Respondent

CC - 903/2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri   Harinder Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Shri Harinder Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, office of Improvement Trust Ludhiana, who is present in the Commission today  in connection with CC-3817/2009,  is directed to convey the directions of the Commission to the concerned PIO/APIO to supply the requisite information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 
2.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders  on 11.05.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 29. 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/o Shri Rajinder Bhatia, Advocate,

# 159, Opposite Mata Gujri Park,

Guru Tegh Bahadur Nagar,

Jalandhar City – 144003.






Complainant







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




 Respondent

CC - 3817/2009
Present:
Shri Om Parkash Bhatia, Complainant, in person.
Shri Harinder Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that  photo copy of the complete file relating to Plot No. 93-G has been supplied to the Complainant. 
2.

On 06.04.2010, Shri Jatinder Singh, Executive Officer-cum-PIO was directed to bring personally the original file relating to Flat No. 93-G on the next date of hearing i.e. 13.04.2010.
3.

On 13.04.2010, Shri Jatinder Singh was not present. Accordingly, a show-cause notice was issued to him for imposing penalty for the delay in the supply of information and for awarding compensation to the Complainant for the 
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detriment suffered by him and he was again directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing i.e. today alongwith requisite information. 

4.

Today again, Shri Jatinder Singh is not present. Taking a serious view of disobeying  the directions the Commission issued from time to time vis-à-vis the intentional delay in the supply of requisite information to the Complainant, I  impose a penalty of Rs. 5000/-(Rupees Five thousand only) upon  Shri Jatinder Singh, Executive Officer-cum-PIO, to be deducted from his salary for the month of May, 2010 and deposited in the State Treasury under the following Head of Account: 





“ Major Head – 0070 – Other Administrative Services -60




Other Services – 800 – Other receipts – 86




Fee under the Right to Information Act, 2005(Penalty)
However, no compensation is awarded to the Complainant.
5.

The case is fixed for confirmation  of compliance of orders on 08.06.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 29. 04. 2010



      State Information Commissioner    

CC:

Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab,



Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prakash Chand,

C/o Shri Ram Kumar Ranwan,

President, Village Social Welfare Society,

Karandi, District: Mansa.






Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Joint Registrar,

Cooperative Societies, Ferozepur.




 Respondent

CC - 790/2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. 
ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 13.04.2010,  when the directions were issued to the PIO to make the payment of compensation amount  of Rs. 2000/-(Two thousand only) to the Complainant  by 27.04.2010 and the case was fixed for today for confirmation of compliance of orders.
2.

Joint Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Ferozepur Division, Ferozepur has informed the  Commission vide letter No. 1612, dated 08.04.2010 that Bank  Draft No. 313185 dated 09.04.2010 for Rs. 2000/- has been sent to the Complainant by registered post.

3.

The Complainant is not present and nothing has been heard from 
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him, which shows that he has received the compensation amount. 

4.

Since the orders of the Commission have been complied with, the  case is disposed of.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 29. 04. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gulshan Kapoor,

S/o Shri R. K. Kapoor,

H.No. 75, Rail Vihar, Jalandhar.





Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Registrar,

Cooperative Societies, Jalandhar.





 Respondent

CC - 712 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri   Jagdish Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant  on 26.04.2010 and due receipt has been  taken. He submits a copy of the receipt which is taken on record. 
2.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 29. 04. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
                 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vijay K. Suri,

House of Tarsem Singh,

Near Gurudwara, Chowk Maqsudan,

Jalandhar – 144008.






Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Joint Registrar,

Cooperative Societies, Jalandhar.





 Respondent

CC - 723 /2010

Present:
Shri Vijay K. Suri, Complainant,  in person. 


Shri   Jagdish Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent places on record a copy of a letter dated 12.04.2010 in  which clarification regarding Shri K. K. Sharma, former Chairman has been given. One copy of the letter is handed over to the Complainant.
2.

Since the requisite information stands provided, the case is disposed of.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 29. 04. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
            

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

C/o Vigilant Citizens Forum,

Gill Road Chapter,

3444, Chet Singh Nagar, Ludhiana – 141003.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC - 2731/2009
Present:
Shri  Kuldeep Singh Khaira, Complainant, in person.

Shri  Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, the Respondent has not sent  his  response to the observations submitted by the Complainant vide letter dated 23.02.2010 whereas he was directed to send response  within 15 days.  Only a written submission dated 27.04.2010 from Assistant Corporation Engineer-cum-APIO(Project) has been received in which it has been stated that all the information/record available in the office of the Public Authority has been supplied to the Complainant. He  has requested that the case may be closed. 

3.

The Complainant submits his observations vide letter dated
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 29.04.2010 on the information supplied to him earlier, alongwith  Annexure( C-6A, C-6B, C-7), which is taken on record and one copy is handed over to the Respondent. 

4.

A perusal of the written submission reveals that contradictory information has been supplied to the Complainant inspite of clear cut directions given on the last date of hearing that specific and correct information be supplied
5.

Now it is directed that the PIO will send his response to the observations submitted by the Complainant vide letter dated 29.04.2010,  within 15 days, a copy of which has been handed over to Shri Harish Bhagat today. The PIO is also directed to supply correct and legible information to the Complainant within 15 days. 
6.

The case is fixed for confirmation  of compliance of orders on 01.06.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 29. 04. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

