STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Satwant Singh Ablu, President,

Khand Mills Karamchari Dal Punjab,

Basti Mai Godri, Kotkapura Road,

Faridkot.








Complainant







Vs

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

Sector:17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent
CC - 1447/2010
Present:
Shri Satwant Singh Ablu, Complainant, in person.

Shri Inderjit Siongh, Junior Assistant, office of Registrar Cooperative Societies, Punjab, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Satwant Singh Ablu, President, Khand Mills Karamchari Dal Punjab, filed an application with the Registrar of Cooperative Societies, Punjab, Chandigarh, on 03.12.2009 for seeking certain information. The PIO replied back to  him  vide letter  No. 16155, dated 14.12.2009 refusing to supply the information.  Later,  Joint Registrar(Farming) sent some information to the PIO vide I.D. No. Sugar Mills/4-51/RTI/1950, dated 05.02.2010  and the Financial Advisor, The Punjab State Federation of Cooperative Sugar Mills Ltd.  sent some information to the Registrar vide letter No. 291, dated 05.02.2010,   for further transmission  to Shri Satwant Singh.  The  PIO sent the requisite information to Shri Satwant Singh  vide letter No. 2441, dated 10.02.2010. Dis-satisfied with the information supplied, Shri Satwant Singh filed a  Complaint with the Commission  on 15.03.2010, which was received in the Commission 
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on 26.03.2010 against Diary No. 5420. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was sent to both the parties for today.
2.

The Complainant  states that the then Cooperation Minister in a meeting on 27.02.2009 gave directions to the Registrar Cooperative Societies to do the needful as per the demand of the Khand Mills Karamchari Dal but nothing has been done so far. Thus he has demanded Action Taken Report in this regard. 
3.

The Respondent states that the file relating to the instant case is lying with the Registrar Cooperative Societies for taking a decision regarding the directions of the then Cooperation Minister.

4.

Accordingly, it is directed that the PIO  will supply copy of the complete file including noting and correspondence portion, emanating after the directions of the then Cooperation Minister on 27.02.2010  till date, within 15 days.
5.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders  on
25.05.2010 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: 04. 05. 2010



      State Information Commissioner       
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Bhupinder Singh, 

S/o Shri Sulakhan Singh,

Village: Khahira Kalan, 

Tehsil: Batala, District: Gurdaspur – 143602.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Gurdaspur Central Cooperative Bank,

Branch Fatehgarh Churian, District: Gurdaspur. 


 Respondent

CC - 812/2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.
Shri Naginder Singh Vashisht, Advocate, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Ld. Counsel for the Respondent states that similar cases are pending in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court to determine whether the House Building Societies and Cooperative Banks come under the purview of RTI Act, 2005 or not. He requests that till the judgement is pronounced by the Hon’ble Court, the instant case may be adjourned sine-die as has been done in some other similar cases. 
2.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned sine-die.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 04. 05. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
                   
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Balwinder Kaur,

Widow of Shri Shankar Singh, 

R/o Gurdas Nangal Colony,

Tehsil and District: Gurdaspur.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Gurdaspur.








 Respondent

CC -  1395/2010

Present:
Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Complainant.

Shri Hari Ram, J.E., Shri Gurnam Singh, Sarpanch and Shri Gurdev Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Smt. Balwinder Kaur filed an application with lthe PIO of the office of BDPO, Gurdaspur on 08.02.2010 for seeking certain information. Some information alongwith written submission of the Sarpanch of Village: Gurdas Nangal Colony was supplied by the BDPO to the Complainant vide letter No. 453 dated 05.03.2010. Dis-satisfied with the information supplied, she filed a complaint with the Commission on 08.03.2010, which was received in the Commission on 22.03.2010 against Diary No. 4988. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was sent to both the parties for today.
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2.

The Complainant states that she has asked specific information, which has not been supplied to her s
o far.  A perusal of the application of the Complainant reveals that she has specifically  asked the following information:
(1)
A copy of the Resolution passed by the Gram Panchayat relating to removal of encroachment in the Street.

(2)
Detail of encroachment, which has been removed. 

(3)
Direction of the slope of the drainage water.
3.

The Respondent assures the Commission that a copy of the Resolution, dimensions of the street before and after the removal of the encroachment and the direction of the slope of the drainage will be supplied to the Complainant within 15 days and requests that the case may be closed. 

4.

On the assurance given by the  Respondent to supply the requisite information to the Complainant within 15 days,  the case is disposed of. However, the Complainant is free to approach the Commission again in case the requisite information is not supplied to her by 25.05.2010.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 04. 05. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
                     
CC:
Shri Gurnam Singh, Sarpanch, Village: Gurdas Nangal Colony, Tehsil and District: Gurdaspur.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurpreet Singh Sidhu,

S/o Late Shri Hukam Singh Sidhu,

R/o 255, Guru Nanak Pura(West),

Jalandhar.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Branch Manager,

The Jalandhar Central Cooperative Bank,

Jalandhar.








 Respondent

CC - 1402/2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Naginder Singh Vashisht, Advocate, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Ld. Counsel for the Respondent places on record a written submission alongwith copies of judgements of different courts. The Respondent is directed to send a copy of the written submission  to the Complainant by registered post. 
2.

Since the Complainant is not present, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 25.05.2010 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: 04. 05. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
                
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagdish Mittar Vadhera, Advocate,

304, JP Nagar, Jalandhar – 144002.




Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC - 3931/2009
Present:
Shri   Jagdish Mittar Vadhera, Complainant, in person.


Shri Amarjit Singh,  Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that one more file relating to a plot allotted to Smt. Gurbachan Kaur D/o Shri Hari Singh is available with him and a copy of the same  will be supplied to the Complainant today. Regarding the information relating to other 6 files, the Respondent requests that the Complainant may be directed to inspect the record available with the Department on any working day between 10.00 A.M. and 4.00 P.M. and the Complainant  can contact the Respondent on Mobile No. 98554-76161. The Respondent  requests  that since  most of the staff has been deputed on census duty,  the case may be fixed after 15.06.2010.
2.

Accordingly, the case is fixed for further hearing on 22.06.2010 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: 04. 05. 2010



      State Information Commissioner    
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagdish Mittar Vadhera, Advocate,

304, JP Nagar, Jalandhar – 144002.




Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC - 643/2010
Present:
Shri   Jagdish Mittar Vadhera, Complainant, in person.


Shri Amarjit Singh,  Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The case was first allotted to the Bench of Shri D. S. Kahlon, State Information Commissioner and on the request of the Complainant the same  has been transferred to this Bench by the orders of Chief Information Commissioner on 21.04.2009. 
2.

In this case, Shri J. M Vadhera  filed an application with the Chairman, Improvement Trust, Jalandhar on 17.06.2009 and asked information about acquisition of Khasra Nos. 1888/1482, 1889/1482 and 1889/1493 of Basti Bawa Khel on 4 points. He sent three reminders on 08.10.200918.11.2009 and 10.12.2009. On getting no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 27.01.2010, which was received in the Commission on 17.02.2010 against Diary No. 2514 Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was sent to both the parties for today.
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3.

The PIO supplied information to the Complainant vide Memo.  No. RTI/478/JIT/422-423, dated 26.04.2010 addressed to the Complainant with a copy to the Commission. The Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information. He makes a written submission containing his observations,  which is taken on record and one copy is handed over to the Respondent. The Complainant requests that the PIO of the office of Improvement Trust Jalandhar may be directed to send his response to his observations and a copy of the award alongwith 7 LA may be supplied to him relating to Khasra Numbers mentioned above. 
4.

Accordingly, it is directed that the PIO will send his response to the observations submitted by the Complainant and will supply complete information to the Complainant as per his  demand,  before the next date of hearing. 

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.06.2010 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: 04. 05. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
            
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurzail Singh,

S/o Shri Harnam Singh, 

Village: Bahmna, Tehsil: Samana,

District: Patiala.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chairman, 

Punjab Pollution Control Board, Patiala.




 Respondent

CC - 1233/2010

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



ORDER

1.

A letter No. 12753-55. dated 28.04.2010 from Environmental Engineer, Punjab Pollution Control Board, Patiala, containing requisite information,  has been received through fax,  addressed to the Complainant with a copy to the Commission.  
2.

Since none  is present, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on  25.05.2010 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: 04. 05. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
                 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ghansham Luthra,

H.No. 3186/21, Street No. 2,

Azad Nagar, Putlighar, Amritsar.





      Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director,

Punjab Water Resources Management &

Development Corporation, SCO No. 28-29,

Sector:26, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC - 331/2010

Present:
Shri Ghansham Luthra, Appellant, in person.
Shri Taran Pal Singh, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Ghansham Luthra filed two applications dated 03.09.2009 with Managing Director, Punjab Water Resources Management & Development Corporation, Chandigarh. On getting no information, he filed a complaint with the Commission dated nil,  which was received in the Commission on 25.03.2010 against Diary No. 5240. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was sent to both the parties for today.
2.

The Respondent states that the information has been supplied to the Appellant vide letter No. 10155, dated 30.04.2010. The Appellant  states that he has received the information but wants time to study the same. He requests that the case may be adjourned.
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3.

It is directed that the Appellant will send his observations, if any,  on  the information supplied to him to the PIO by 15.05.2010 with a copy to the Commission. 

4.

On the request of the Appellant, the  case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 25.05.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 04. 05. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Mehar Singh, Senior Assistant,

o/o Land Reclamation Collector, 

PUDA Bhawan, Mohali.





      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o (i)GMADA, SAS Nagar,

PUDA Bhawan, Mohali.

(ii) First Appellate Authority,

    GMADA, PUDA Bhawan, Mohali.




 Respondent

AC No. 358 /2010

Present:
Shri Mehar Singh, appellant, in person.



Shri Balbir Singh, PCS, Estate Officer-cum-PIO, Shri Surinder 


Mahajan, APIO and Mrs. Kusum Kapur, Superintendent, on 


behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Mehar Singh, filed an application with the PIO of office of GMADA on 10.09.2009.  The PIO replied back vide memo No. GMADA/ EO/ 09/ 44908, dated 23.11.2009. Shri Mehar Singh filed another application dated 21.12.2009. The PIO replied back vide memo No. GMADA/ EO/ 2010/ 999, dated 08.01.2010 keeping in view the information relating to each para of the complaint. Dis-satisfied with the information supplied, the appellant filed an appeal with the first appellate authority on 16.02.2010 in which he has stated that the PIO has supplied incomplete information and he further stated that the leave accounts of his colleagues, namely;  
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(i)
Smt. Karam Kaur, Senior Assistant,


(ii)
Sh. Mukhtiar Singh, Senior Assistant,


(iii)
Sh. Parkash Chand, Senior Assistant,


(iv)
Ms. Chander Kanta, Senior Assistant (now superintendent; and


(v)
Ms. Kamaljeet Kaur, Junior Assistant,

have not been supplied.

2.
The first appellate authority decided the case on 10.03.2010 after hearing both the parties and directed the PIO to supply the specific information as demanded by the appellant under RTI Act, 2005. The orders of first appellate authority were sent to Shri Mehar Singh, appellant, vide endorsement No. GMADA/ACA(HQ)-09/79, dated 15.03.2010. After awaiting for the supply of information as per the directions of first appellate authority, he filed a second appeal with the commission on 01.04.2010 which was received in the commission office on 01.04.2010 against diary No. 5858.  Accordingly, the notice of hearing was sent to both the parties for today.

3.

Heard both the parties.

4.

The respondent states that the information, except the record of leave accounts of officials mentioned  in the application, has been supplied to the appellant. He states that the complete record of leave accounts of officials mentioned in the application will be supplied within a period of 15 days. 

5.

The appellant states that the information supplied to him is incomplete and in-correct.  He places on record his written submission dated 04.05.2010 along with some enclosures, one copy of which is handed over to the PIO in the court today in my presence.
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6.

The respondent is directed to send his response within a period of 15 days keeping in view  the applications dated 10.09.2009 and 21.12.2009.

7.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 25.05.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:04-05-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Harchand Singh s/o Sh. Shiyam Singh,

Village: Prem Singh Wala, PO: Bujraq,

Distt. Patiala.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Samana, Distt. Patiala.






 Respondent

CC No. 1394 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Makhan Singh, Panchayat Officer and Shri Jagtar Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Shri Jagtar Singh, Panchayat Secretary states that the information has been supplied to the complainant on 03.05.2010.  The complainant has signed in lieu of receipt of information. One photocopy of receipt is placed on the record file.

2.

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

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:04-05-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Shingara Singh,

48-C, Urban Estate, Phase-3,

Patiala.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o PUDA, Patiala.







 Respondent

CC No. 1430 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Ajaib Singh, Assistant Engineer and Shri Jagdish Chand, 


Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Shingara Singh filed an application with the PIO of office of PUDA, Patiala on 03.02. 2010.  The PIO supplied the information vide memo No. 135, dated 09.03.2010 running into four pages including covering letter.  Dis-satisfied with the information supplied to him, the complainant filed a complaint with the commission on 11.03.2010 which was received in the commission office on 25.03.2010 against diary No. 5276.  Accordingly, the notice of hearing was sent to both the parties for today.

2.

The complainant is not present in the court today. He was contacted on phone number given in the application- 94630-54824. He states that he has received the information but it is incomplete.





3.

The respondent states that the complete information has been 
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supplied to the complainant vide memo No. PUDA-EO-8-Patiala-2010/ 183, dated  08.04.2010 running into nine sheets along with covering letter.

4.

From the perusal of information supplied, it reveals that the information has been supplied as per the demand of complainant. The respondent states that Shri Shingara Singh has purchased plot No. 48-C from the original allottee. When the plot was transferred in the name of Shri Shingara Singh, the complainant has given an undertaking that :-



“ gbkN dh NoK;co nkg d/ Bkw s/ eoB s'A gfjbK nkg tb'A fwsh 5H1H2001 B{z 

nzvoN/fezr fdZsh rJh ;h fe i/eo GftZy ftu gbkN v?v ekoBo x'f;s j' 


iKdk j? sK T[; B{z e'Jh fJsoki BjhA j't/rk. “

5.

On the perusal of complaint and information supplied to complainant, it reveals that the main grievance of Shri Shingara Singh is that PUDA has declared the plot dead corner and they are installing tubewell there.  However, after having the matter discussed with the R.P.D., now the plots have been carved out on the land in question.

6.

With this information, if the complainant wants get his grievance redressed, he can go to the court of law. The respondent states that since the complete information has been supplied, the case may be closed.

7.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of. 
8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:04-05-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rulda Singh s/o Sh. Uggar Singh,

Village: Jheoheri, Distt. SAS Nagar (Mohali).


      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Rural Development & Panchayats,

Vikas Bhawan, Punjab, Mohali.





 Respondent

CC No. 408 /2010

Present:
Shri Rulda Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Raj Pal Singh Sekhon, Naib Tehsildar, Shri Brish Bhan, 


Junior Assistant office of SDM, Mohali and Shri Charanji Lal, 


Senior Assistant, office of DRDP, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri Raj Pal Singh Sekhon, Naib Tehsildar is present. He states that the information has been supplied vide letter No. 417/Misc. 1, dated 19.04.2010 relating to para Nos. 3,4, 7 and 8. The complainant states that he has received the information from the office of Land Acquisition Collector-cum-SDM, Mohali, however, it is incomplete. 

He states that he has demanded information with regard to the piece of land ear-marked for muslim kabristan which has been encroached upon along with the land acquired for the construction of Air Port.  The respondent states that no doubt, the land measuring 15 merlas is being used as muslim kabristan, but this land is shown as panchayat land in the revenue record. The respondent from the office of SDM-cum-Land Acquisition Collector, Mohali,  further states that the 
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Correspondence has been made with the office of District Development and Panchayat Officer, Mohali to allot separate land for the purpose of muslim kabristan out of the panchayat land which is still out of the boundry of airport.

2.

On the perusal of the information supplied by both the departments, it reveals that the case is to be dealt with by the office of Director, Rural Development and Panchayats as the land is to be allotted in lieu of the existing muslim kabristan by the village Panchayat.  The complainant states that the sarpanch of village Jheoheri has already agreed upon to give the land from the shamlat land if the BDPO and DDPO take initiative for allotment of land from the panchayat land.  So far as the question of supplying information is concerned, the same stands supplied by both the public authorities.  As and when a decision is taken by the office of BDPO/ DDPO, the same will be supplied to the complainant. 

3.

Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is  disposed of.  

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:04-05-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Hitender Jain,

c/o Resurgence India, # 903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana- 141001.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 1199 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant as well as 



respondent side.

ORDER

1.

The case was fixed for confirmation of orders today.  A fax message is received from the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana today in the commission office against diary No. 8752, in which it has been stated that the compensation amounting to Rs. 6,000/- (Rupees Six thounsand only) has been paid vide bankers’ cheque No. 000515, dated 03.05.2010.  A photocopy of the cheque is retained on the record file.

2.

Since the orders of the commission stands complied with, the case is  disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:04-05-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Surinder Pal Sharma,

5993, Luxmi Nagar, Jassian Road,

Haibowal Kalan, Ludhiana.





      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 2472 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Satish Kumar, Draftsman, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

The respondent places on record a letter No. 1400/STPD, dated 22.04.2010 in which they have clarified that :-



“ feogk eoe/ fJ; wsk Bzpo 331 dh EK s/ wsk Bzpo 131 gfVnk ikt/.  “

2.

The complainant is not present in the court.  However, the respondent states that the complainant has received the information. 

3.

Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:04-05-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Surinder Sahija Pumpy,

Member General Council, Shiromani

Akali Dal (Badal) Backside Petrol Pump,

College Road, Abohar, Distt. Ferozepur.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Horticulture, Punjab,

SCO No. 843-44, Sector 22A, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.407  /2010

Present:
Shri Surinder Sahija Pumpy, complainant, in person.



Shri Gulab Singh, Assistant Director-cum-PIO and Shri 



Narinderpal Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The respondent has supplied some information vide letter dated 03.04.2010.  Again they have supplied some information, as per the directions given, vide letter No. 371, dated 03.05.2010 which is handed over to the complainant and one copy of the same is retained on the record file. However, the complainant states that action be taken against the PIO for supplying contradictory and wrong information which they have corrected now. 

3.

As the information was supplied in time, no penalty is imposed. However, compensation amounting to Rs.2,000/- (Rupees Two thousand only) is awarded to be given to the complainant in the shape of draft. But the complainant 
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refuses to take the compensation.  Hence no compensation is awarded to the complainant.  However, he is free to approach the court of law in order to get his grievance removed.

4.

Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is disposed of. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:04-05-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Mukhtiar Singh (ex-Chowkidar),

s/o Shri Sahib Singh,

Village: Mahantan wala, PO: Chowk Mahantanwala,

Distt. Ferozepur.






      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Jalalabad, Distt. Ferozepur.





 Respondent

CC No. 765 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of respondent.



Shri Rattan Lal, Assistant Registrar, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

The respondent places on record his written submission along with the photocopy of the affidavit given by the complainant in which he has stated that the gratuity and leave encashment amounting to Rs. 32,000/- (Rupees Thirty-two thousand only) has been received by him through cheque and he has stated that the case may be closed.

2.

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

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:04-05-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Karnail Singh s/o Sh. Gurdev Singh,

Village: Basti Bahmna, Tehsil Samana,

Distt. Patiala.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Samana, Distt. Patiala.






 Respondent

CC No. 1432 /2010

Present:
Shri Karnail Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Makhan Singh, Panchayat Officer and Shri Satnam Singh, 


Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Karnail Singh, filed an application with the PIO of office of Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Samana on 23.11.2009. The BDPO transferred the application to Shri Satnam Singh, Panchayat Secretary being the PIO of Panchayat of Basti Bahmna vide letter No. 40, dated 26.11.2009 and directed the Panchayat Secretary to supply the information within the stipulated period as per RTI Act, with a copy to Shri Karnail Singh and one copy to Ms. Upinder Kaur, Accounts Clerk, Block Samana. After getting no response from the PIO, he filed a complaint with the commission on 08.03.2010 which was received in the commission office on 25.03.2010 against diary No. 5279. Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

Shri Satnam Singh, Panchayat Secretary of  Basti Bahmna places 











Contd..p/2

CC No. 1432/10



-2-

On record some information relating to the grants received and expenditure incurred by the Panchayat of Basti Bahmna, which is handed over to the complainant in the court today.  The complainant states that while brick-lining the streets ( galian) the Sarpanch and the Junior Engineer have used old bricks and pleads that an inquiry may be got conducted from some outside agency.

3.

The complainant further states that two sub-mersible pumps have been got installed in the gali in front of houses of present Panches namely Shri Birpal and Shri Jassa Ram.  No electric connection has been got from the Punjab State Electricity Board for running these sub-mersible pumps. He alleges that as and when the water is needed by the families of these above-said panches, they use the pumps by connecting the wire illegally and no other family of the Basti is allowed to take water from these pumps.

4.

It is, therefore, directed that Shri Nripinder Singh Grewal, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Samana will visit the Basti Bahmna and will submit his report after inspecting the site to the commission on the next date of hearing.  It is also directed that in order to get the works done clarified, the Executive Engineer, Provincial Division, B&R, Patiala will inspect the works done by the panchayat in the village- Basti Bahmna, in the presence of Sarpanch and Junior Engineer and will send his report to the commission directly. 

5.

Case is fixed for further hearing on 08.06.2010 in Court No. 1,
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SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Executive Engineer, Provincial Division (B&R), Patiala, and the Block Development and 

Panchayat Officer, Samana.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:04-05-2010


         State Information Commissioner





CC:
(i) 
Executive Engineer, Provincial Division,




  
  (B&R), Patiala.

(ii) Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Samana,


Distt. Patiala.

