STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

REGISTERED
Shri Jagmohan Sarup Sharma,

S/o Shri Prabhu Ram,

Village: Jhampur, Tehsil & District: Mohali.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Additional Registrar-cum-General Manager,

District Industry Centre, Mohali.





Respondent

CC No.2314/2007

RESERVED ON  15.5.2008 

AND 

PRONOUNCED IN OPEN COURT ON  5.8.2008

ORDER

1.

As per my order dated 17.04.2008 it was inter-alia directed that the PIO shall file an affidavit that the Registrar cannot cancel the society under Section 12 (d) and 13 of the Societies Act, 1860.  The necessary affidavit has been filed on 15.05.2008. Paras 3 and 4 of the Affidavit dated 15.5.2008 submitted by Shri Bhinder Singh, Additional Registrar, District Industries Centre, SAS Nagar is produced as below: -

“3.
That it is certified that Section 12-D of the Societies Registration Act, 1860 is not applicable in the State of Punjab. It is applicable to the State of U.P.

4.
That Section 13 of the Act is not applicable in this case, which reads as under:-

“Provision for dissolution of Societies and adjustment of their affairs- any number not less than three-fifths of the members of any society may determine that it shall be dissolved, and thereupon it wshall be dissolved forthwith, or at the time then agreed upon, and all necessary steps shall be taken for the disposal and settlement of the property of the society, its claims and liabilities, according to the rules of the said society
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applicable thereto, if any, and if not, then as the governing body shall find expedient, provided that, in the event of any dispute arising among the said governing body or the members of the society, the adjustment of its affairs shall be referred to the principal Court of original civil jurisdiction of the district in which the chief building of the society is situate; and the Court shall make such order in the matter as it shall deem requisite.

Assent required - 
Provided that no society shall be dissolved unless three-fifths of the members shall have expressed a wish for such dissolution by their votes delivered in person, or by proxy, at a general meeting convened for the purpose.

Government consent – Provided that (whenever any Government) is a member of, or a contributor to, or otherwise interested in any society registered under this Act, such society shall not be dissolved (without the consent of the Government of (State) of registration.

The perusal of Section 13 reveals that Registrar is not empowered to interfere in the matter as the Govt. is neither a member, not a contributor in the society.”

2.

In view of this, the information demanded, stands supplied. 

3.

As far as the grant of compensation is concerned, a sum of Rs. 2000/-(Two thousand only) has already been awarded by me on the last date of hearing.  Therefore, no further action needs be taken in this matter.  The complaint is, accordingly, disposed of and closed.  

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                             Surinder Singh

Dated: 5.8.2008



  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

REGISTERED

Shri Om Parkash Aggarwal,

M/S Jiwa Ram Om Parkash,

Main Bazar, Kharar.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director of Public Instructions(S),

Punjab, SCO No. 31, Sector: 17-E, Candigarh.



Respondent

CC No.515 /2006

RESERVED ON  15.5.2008 

AND 

PRONOUNCED IN OPEN COURT ON  5.8.2008 
ORDER

1.

Vide my order dated 17.04.2008, it was directed that on the next date of hearing that is 15.05.2008, the PIO shall appear in person; the requisite information shall be supplied to the Respondent within 15 days and that the PIO shall submit an affidavit showing cause why penalty be not imposed on him under Section 20 RTI Act, 2005, for failure to supply the information and also why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him.  

2.

Today, that is on 15.05.2008, neither the PIO has appeared in person before the Commission nor has he filed the affidavit as directed.  The attitude of the Respondent is defiant.  His absence, coupled with the fact that no affidavit has been filed by him showing cause why penalty be not imposed on 
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him under Section 20 for the failure to supply the information and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant, shows that he has no reasonable explanation to offer for the dereliction of duty.  In these circumstances, I am left with no option but to take suitable action under Sections 19(8)(b) and 20.  

3.

Keeping in view all the facts and circumstances of this case, I impose a penalty of Rs. 10,000/- (Rupees Ten Thousand Only) upon the Respondent PIO.  The amount of penalty shall be paid by the PIO as his personal liability.  The Principal Secretary, School Education, Punjab shall ensure that the amount of penalty imposed upon the Respondent PIO shall be deducted from its salary and deposited in the treasury under the relevant head.  In addition to the penalty I also award a compensation of Rs. 5000/- (Rupees Five Thousand Only) which shall be paid by the Respondent Public Authority.  The amount of compensation shall not be the personal liability of the Respondent PIO.  

4.

The PIO is also directed to supply the remaining information to the Complainant as expeditiously as possible.  To come  up for confirmation of compliance on 21.8.2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                             Surinder Singh

Dated: 5.8. .2008



  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

REGISTERED

Er. Kirpal Singh Gill,

# 2, Vikas Vihar, Civil Lines,

Patiala.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director of Industries &Commerce,




Respondent

Punjab, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.

CC No.1941/2007

RESERVED ON  10.6.2008 

AND 

PRONOUNCED IN OPEN COURT ON  5.8.2008. 

ORDER
1.

Vide my order dated 10.06.2008, it was directed that the PIO office of the PSIDC shall submit an affidavit within a week’s time stating as to why the order dated 16.08.1995 of the Hon’ble Minister of Industries has not been implemented by the Department.  Till date no affidavit, as directed, has been filed by the PIO office of PSIDC even though a period of more than one month has elapsed.  The defiant attitude of the PIO of the office of PSIDC is more deplorable.  I call upon the PIO office of PSIDC to appear in person before the Commission on the next date of hearing that is on 21..8.2008.

2.

The Managing Director of the PSIDC should  ensure that the PIO office of PSIDC appears before the Commission on the next date of 
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hearing.  In addition to personal appearance, the PIO shall also show cause why penalty under Section 20 RTI Act, 2005, be not imposed upon him for his failure to supply the information demanded by the Complainant.  

3.

To come up on 21.8.2008.
 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties;  Managing Director, PSIDC, Udyog Bhawan, Chandigarh;  PIO of the office of Managing Director, PSIDC, Udyog Bhawan, Chandigarh and  PIO of the office of Managing Director, PSIEC, Udyog Bhawan, Chandigarh. 

Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                             Surinder Singh

Dated: 5.8.2008.



  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sham Lal Saini,

# 50/30A, Ramgali,

N.M.Bagh, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary to Government,

 Punjab, Irrigation & Power Department.     



 Respondent

CC No. 453 /2008

*

Present:
Shri Sham Lal Saini, Complainant, in person.
Shri Shyam Lal, Joint Secretary-cum-APIO,  Shri Harbans Singh Bhatti ,Superintendent and Shri Daljit Singh, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 8.7.2008,  when it was directed that Joint Secretary-cum-APIO and the Complainant will send their written submissions regarding the arguments held on that day,  before the next date of hearing i.e. today. The APIO makes his submission today but the Complainant does not do so. 

2.

The Complainant states that the information required by him be supplied in a Performa sent to the PIO on 5.6.2008. In the light of arguments held today in detail, it  is directed that the APIO will submit a list of officials who have been promoted from the post of J.E. as S.D.Os  alongwith a list of such 
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 scheduled caste officials as per the Performa made available to him by the Complainant on 5.6.2008. The APIO further states that the reply to the observations/comments made by the Complainant has been sent to him vide Memo. No. 12713 dated 23.7.2008, which has been received by the Complainant, who confirms it. The Complainant states that he has sent a letter to the PIO making some more observations, which according to the APIO, has not been received by him so far. Therefore, the Complainant is hereby directed to supply a copy of the letter written by him to the PIO and to the Commission , before the next date of hearing.  On mutual consent of both the parties,  it is also directed that the Complainant will visit the office of PIO/APIO to inspect the record and identify the information required by him before the next date of hearing. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 02.09.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 05. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sham Lal Saini,

# 50/30-A, Ramgali, N.M. Bagh,

(Behind N.M. Jain Senior Secondary School),

Bharat Nagar Chowk, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary to Govt., Punjab,

Welfare Department, 

Mini Secretariat Punjab,

Sector¨9, Chandigarh.






Respondent

CC No. 2455/2007

Present:
Shri Sham Lal Saini, Complainant, in person.
Shri  Sital Singh, Senior Assistant, Welfare Department,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The information, except a list of Advocates engaged by the Department to defend a case in the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India regarding 85th Amendment, has been supplied to the Complainant and he is satisfied with it.  The Respondent states that the remaining information is to be collected from the Home Department and from the office of Advocate General, Punjab, which will take atleast one month. It is accordingly directed that the PIO will supply  the  list of Advocates to the Complainant by 2.9.2008.

3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 05. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurnam Singh Azad,

B-52, Rose Enclave(Sant Nagar),

Civil Lines, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary, PWD(B&R),

Mini Secretariat, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



Respondent

CC No.880/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
1.  Shri Gurbir   Singh, Superintendent, GPF, Shri Gurmel Singh,

                           Superintendent,   GAC office of Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R),   

                           Patiala; and  

2.  Shri  Harchand Singh, Senior Assistant, office of Secretary, 

     PWD(B&R), on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant vide his letter dated 4.8.2008, which has been addressed to the Executive Engineer, Provincial Divisional, PWD(B&R), Ludhiana,  has requested the Commission  that he may be exempted from personal appearance on 5.8.2008 as he would not be able to attend the proceedings on 5.8.2008 due to some personal pre-occupation. He has further stated that Deputy Commissioner Ludhina-cum-Chairman, House Allotment Committee and the Government have given ex-post facto approval to retain Government House No. 21-A, Rakh Bagh, Ludhiana. 
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2.

The Respondent states that payment of missing credits of G.P.F. has been sanctioned by the Chief Engineer vide letter No. 2246 dated 20.6.2008 and payment amounting to Rs. 88,819/-(Rs. Eighty eight thousand eight hundred nineteen only) has been made to the Complainant vide Cheque No. 597334 dated 2.7.2008. He further states that the case will be taken up with the Accountant General( Audit) Punjab to get the retirement benefits released to the Complainant in the light of the approval granted by Deputy Commissioner Ludhiana and the Punjab Government to retain the Government house. 

3.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance on 04.09.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 05. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ibrahem Mohd.  Sufi,

C/o Mohd.  Hanif,  H.No.8/164-Iqbal Colony

Near Bus Stand, Malerkotla, District:   Sangrur.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary, Punjab Khadi and Gram Udyog Board,

SCO: 24, 29 & 30, IInd Floor, Sect. 22-C, Chandigarh.


 Respondent

CC No.947/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Smt. Tejinder Sodhi, Publicity Officer-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 10.7.2008,  when one more opportunity was given to the Complainant to pursue his case as the Complainant was not present. 

2.

The APIO states that the information has already been supplied to the Complainant on 8.7.2008. She further pleads that since the Complainant has not attended the proceedings for the second consecutive time, the case may be closed. 

3.

Since the information stands provided and the Complainant has not attended two consecutive proceedings in the instant case, it appears that he has received the information and is satisfied. 

4.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 05. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagsir Singh,S/o Shri Dalbara Singh,

VPO: Jhanduke, Tehsil Sardulgarh,

District: Mansa.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Registrar Irrigation, Hydel Building,

Near Panchayat Bhawan, Sector:18, Chandigarh.


 Respondent

CC No.1061/2008
Present:
Shri Jagsir Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Bhushan Dev, XEN-cum-PIO, Shri Harbans Singh Bhatti, Superintendent-cum-APIO, Shri Labh Singh Longia, Senior Assistant, Head Office, Shri Sat Pal Sharma, Superintendent, Mansa Division and Shri Prem Chand Malhotra, Junior Assistant, office of XEN, Lehal Division , I.B. Patiala,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The information relating to the Chief Technical Examiner Mechanical  and Vigilance Officer, Irrigation, Punjab has been supplied to the Complainant.  The PIO pleads that since the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant, the case may be closed.  The Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied with the same. He further pleads that the case may be closed. 

3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 











Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 05. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagsir Singh,S/o Shri Dalbara Singh,

VPO: Jhanduke, Tehsil Sardulgarh,

District: Mansa.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Registrar Irrigation, Hydel Building,

Near Panchayat Bhawan, Sector:18, Chandigarh.


 Respondent

CC No.701/2008

Present:
Shri Jagsir Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Bhushan Dev, XEN-cum-PIO, Shri Harbans Singh Bhatti, Superintendent-cum-APIO, Shri Labh Singh Longia, Senior Assistant, Head Office, Shri Sat Pal Sharma, Superintendent, Mansa Division and Shri Prem Chand Malhotra, Junior Assistant, office of XEN, Lehal Division , I.B. Patiala,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 3.7.2008,  when it was directed that the

Complainant will send his observations/comments on  the information supplied to him by the Executive Engineer, Mansa Division and Executive Engineer,  Lehal Division by 18.7.2008 and the PIO will send his response to the Complainant by 31.7.2008. 

2.  

The PIO states that the information relating to Mansa Division and Lehal Division has also been supplied and the Complainant is satisfied with the information supplied to him.    
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3.

The Complainant states that most of the information has been received by him but  he still  wants copies of two/three letters. The PIO states that authenticated copies of these letters will be supplied to the Complainant as and when he intimates number and date of the said letters.  The PIO assures the Commission that the remaining information will be supplied to the Complainant and pleads that 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: 05. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amandeep Goyal, Advocate,

Civil Courts, Phul, District: Bathinda.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chairman, Punjab Pollution Control Board,

Patiala.








Respondent

CC No.239 /2008

Present:
Shri Rupinder Garg, Advocate,  on behalf of the Complainant.
None is present on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

1.

Ld. Counsel  on behalf of the Complainant makes a written submission of the observations on the affidavit submitted by the PIO on 2.7.2008. He states that postal authorities have confirmed that Indian Postal Order No. 55E 426943  dated 1.10.2007 has been encashed by Pollution Control Board Patiala on 19.3.2008, which proves that the application dated 1.10.2007 has been received by the PIO of the office of Member Secretary, Punjab Pollution Control Board, Patiala. The Ld. Counsel further states that the PIO has been submitting mis-leading and incomplete information about the Web Site. He pleads that penalty be imposed upon the PIO for submitting misleading information/facts in the affidavit and disciplinary action may be taken against him.  He further states that he may be compensated for the detriment suffered by him. 
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2.

Though on the last date of hearing, on the request of the PIO, he was exempted from personal hearing in the further proceedings of the instant case but now in the changed circumstances, it is directed that the PIO will appear in person on the next date of hearing to explain reasons as to why penalty be not imposed on him for supplying mis-leading information and stating that the application dated 1.10.2007 has not been received in his office. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 11.9.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 05. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner



After the hearing in the instant case is over, Shri G.S.Majithia, Environmental Engineer, Punjab Pollution Control Board, Bathinda  on behalf of the Respondent , reaches the office of the Commission at about 11.35 A.M. He states that he has got late due to break down of his vehicle. He further states that Shri Babu Ram, Member Secretary-cum-PIO is not able  to attend today’s 

 proceedings as he is busy in a meeting with the Chief Secretary. 



Case is fixed for further hearing on  11.9.2008.


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 05. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurvinder Singh,

VPO: Mehma Sarja, District: Bathinda.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Divisional Forest Officer, Bathinda.




 Respondent

CC No.1002 /2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Gurpal Singh,  Forest Range Officer,  Bathinda,  on behalf of the Respondent-PIO.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 10.7.2008,  when it was directed that PIO of the office of Divisional Forest Officer, Bathinda will appear in person on the next date of hearing i.e. today alongwith requisite information to be supplied to the Complainant. 

2.

Shri Gurpal Singh, Forest Range Officer, Bathinda appears today on behalf of the Respondent-PIO. He states that the information running into one sheet has been sent to the Complainant vide letter No. 3327 dated 4.8.2008 . He submits one copy of the information to the Commission, which taken on record.

He pleads that since the information has been supplied to the Complainant, the case may be closed. 

3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 05. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner



After the hearing is over, Shri Gurvinder Singh, Complainant, reaches the Chamber at 4.00 P.M. He states that he has got late due to his ill health. Photo copy of the information, submitted by the Respondent, is handed over to the Complainant and the case is disposed of.

Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                                           Surinder Singh

Dated: 05. 08. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

