STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)








                         REGISTERED

Shri Devinder Singh Khera,

V.P.O.: Khera Kalan,

Tehsil: Sardulgarh, District: Mansa.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Tehsildar, Sardulgarh,

District: Mansa.







 Respondent

CC - 990/2011

Present:
Shri Pardeep Singh Mirpur, Advocate,  on behalf of the Complainant.


None is present  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 26.04.2011, when none was present on behalf of the Respondent. Accordingly, Tehsildar, Sardulgarh was contacted on phone who submitted that he has not received any notice for hearing and case may be adjourned.  He assured that he would attend the proceedings on the next date of hearing. Accordingly, the case was adjourned and fixed for today.
2.

Again,  none is present today  on behalf of the Respondent despite the commitment made by the Tehsildar on phone. Taking a serious view of this lapse, Shri Harsimran Singh, Tehsildar Sardulgarh is directed to be present in 
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person on the next date of hearing alongwith requisite information to be supplied to the Complainant and written submission explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information to the Complainant and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him. 

3.

The case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 12.05.2011 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Deputy Commissioner, Mansa to direct Tehsildar, Sardulgarh to attend the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing.
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 05. 05. 2011



      State Information Commissioner

CC:

Deputy Commissioner, Mansa.

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)








                          REGISTERED

Shri Tejinder Singh,

Plot No. 40, Village: Bholapur, 

Guru Nanak Nagar, P.O.: Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana – 141123.




Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o GLADA, Ludhiana.






 Respondent

CC - 718/2011

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



ORDER
1.

A fax message has been received from the Complainant intimating the Commission that due to some social function in the family he is unable to attend the proceedings today. He has submitted that since complete information has not been supplied to him so far, necessary action for imposing penalty upon the PIO and awarding compensation to him for the loss and detriment suffered by him under Section 20 of the RTI Act may  be taken. 
2.

Accordingly, the PIO is directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith written submission explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of the information 
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and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant  for the loss and detriment suffered by him.
4.

The case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 12.05.2011 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Chief Administrator, GLADA, Ludhiana to direct the PIO to attend the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing alongwith his written submission and the requisite information to be supplied to the Complainant. 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 05. 05. 2011



      State Information Commissioner
CC:

Chief Administrator, GLADA, Ludhiana.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kulwant Singh Bahniwal, Advocate,

Old Court’s Complex, Mohinder Ganj,

Rajpura, District: Patiala.






Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Tehsildar, Budhlada,

District: Mansa.







 Respondent

CC - 959/2011

Present:
Shri Kulwant Singh,  Complainant, in person.


None is present on behalf of  the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

A perusal of the case file reveals that the APIO of the office of Tehsildar Budhlada has already asked the Complainant vide letter No. 1293, dated 07.02.2011 to obtain the requisite information from the concerned Halqa Patwari after depositing necessary fee.
2.

The Complainant submits that his main grievance is that his RTI application alongwith Indian Postal Order of Rs. 10/- had been returned by the APIO and thus necessary action may be taken against him.

3.

So far as the supply of information is concerned, the Complainant can approach the concerned Halqa Patwari and obtain  the requisite information after depositing necessary fee.
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4.

With regard to returning of RTI application, it is directed that Deputy Commissioner, Mansa will get an inquiry conducted by some senior officer to look into the matter and after the completion of the inquiry,  will recommend the case to Financial Commissioner Revenue for taking necessary action against the erring officials under Punishment and Appeal Rules, 1970. It is also directed that a copy of the Inquiry Report be supplied to the Complainant and he will be free to approach the competent court of law for removal of  his grievances, if he so desires. 
5.

In these circumstances,  the instant  case is disposed of.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Deputy Commissioner, Mansa.
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 05. 05. 2011



      State Information Commissioner

CC:

Deputy Commissioner, Mansa.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Nirmal Singh,

S/o Shri Udham Singh, 

Gali No. 1, Azad Nagar, 

P.O.:  Khalsa College, Amritsar.





Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

Tarn-Taran.








 Respondent

CC - 1003/2011

Present:
Shri Nirmal Singh, Complainant, in person.


None is present on behalf of the  Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 28.04.2011 when with the mutual consent of both the parties, it was directed that Shri Nirmal Singh, Complainant would visit the office of Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Tarn-Taran on 02.05.2011 at 11.00 A.M. for removal of discrepancies raised by Accountant General Punjab  in his pension case so that his pension case could be completed and sent to A. G. Punjab for release of his pension and pensionary benefits and the Respondent was directed to submit a photo copy of the pension case of Shri Nirmal Singh to the Commission on the next date of hearing after sending the same to the Accountant General Punjab. The case was adjourned and fixed for today. 
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2.

On 02. 05.2011 Shri Sushil Kumar, ETO, informed the Commission on phone at 1.00 P.M. that Shri Nirmal Singh has not reached his office for competing his pension case.  On the other hand, Shri Nirmal Singh informed the Commission on phone at about 3.00 P.M. that he did not visit the office of Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Tarn-Taran  as he apprehends threat to his life. 
3.

Shri Nirmal Singh is present today. He shows receipts of bill to show that he rang up the office of Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, TarnTaran  on 02.05.2011. He reiterates that he did not visit the office of AETC, Tarn due to threat to his life but he is not able to elaborate the perception of threat to his  life. Thus he is directed to give his submission in writing. He assures that he will make his written submission today and requests that the order be passed  after going through his submission. However, Shri Nirmal Singh has not turned up to make his written submission today.




4.

Since the requisite information has already been supplied to Shri Nirmal Singh on the last date of hearing, the instant case  is disposed of.  However, he can approach AETC, Tarn-Taran for completing his pension papers.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 05. 05. 2011



      State Information Commissioner
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri D.C.Gupta,

General Secretary, Suchna Adhikar Manch,

778, Urban Estate, Phase-1,

Patiala- 147002.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o PUDA, Urban Estate, Phase-II,

Patiala.








 Respondent

CC No. 664 /2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Jagdish Chander Sharma, XEN-cum-Estate Officer-cum-


PIO, Shri Balwinder Singh, J.E. along with Shri Balwinder 


Singh, Advocate, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant.

2,

As per directions given on the last date of hearing on 21-04-2011, Shri Jagdish Chander Sharma, Estate Officer, is present in the court along with his written submission in the shape of affidavit.  He states that he is Executive Engineer, Public Health, PUDA, Patiala, holding additional charge of Estate Officer, Puda, Patiala.  He submits that on the last date of hearing on 21-04-2011, he has to open some tenders relating to development works of PUDA. His presence was must there.  He has deputed Shri Nirmal Singh, Junior Engineer along with a letter dated 21-04-2011 from the complainant, Shri D.C.Gupta, to 
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attend  the proceedings. Shri Nirmal Singh was present in the court but he did not hand over the letter in the court.  He might have delivered the same in the office, otherwise the case would have been disposed of on that day. 

3.

In his letter dated 21-04-2011, the complainant, Shri D.C.Gupta, has stated that :-


“ The information has now been provided vide PIO letter No. PUDA/2011-
171, dated 18-04-2011 and letter along with its enclosures has been 
handed over to me on 20-04-2011. The photocopy of the forwarding letter 

is enclosed for your records.



In the light of the above I do not intend to pursue my complaint 
further. “

4.

However, after perusing the submissions made by the PIO, Shri Jagdish Chander Sharma, it is found that he has tendered unqualified and sincere apology for being not present in the court on 21-04-2011 as directed in the orders of the commission on 04-04-2011 due to unavoidable circumstances as the tenders were to be opened on that day in the presence of deponent. He has placed exhaustive submissions and I am satisfied with the submissions made by him. However, he has not mentioned any thing about the land of  YPS which has been encroached upon by some persons. 

5.

During hearing, he states that a case has been filed in the Lower Court and the Court has granted stay in favour of the encroachers.  He has taken 
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up the matter with the Sub Divisional Magistrate, Patiala for demarcation of land which has been encroached upon. He is directed to take up the matter with the higher authorities for getting it demarcated in order to get it vacated from the encroachers.  Keeping in view the submissions made by the PIO, the amount of penalty is reduced to Rs. 5,000/- (Rupees Five thousand only) from Rs.25,000/- (Rupees Twenty five thousand only) to be deposited under the relevant head in the Treasury.

6.

The case is adjourned and fixed for confirmation of orders on 12-05-2011 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 05-05-2011


            State Information Commissioner



  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ram Sharn Dass,

House No. 2849, Sector 40-C,

Chandigarh.







      Appellant

      




  


Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o (i) Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies,

SAS Nagar (Mohali).

(ii) Registrar Cooperative Societies, Punjab,

17 Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC No. 296 /2011

Present:
Shri Ram Sharn Dass, appellant, in person.



Shri Om Parkash,  Deputy Registrar-cum-PIO, office of RCS,  


Shri Baljinder Singh, Inspector, Shri Amrik Singh, Shri 



Paramjit Singh and Shri Inderjit Singh, Junior Assistants, 


along with Shri Kamaljit Singh Lang, Advocate, on behalf of 


Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Assistant Registrar Cooperative Societies Mohali has sent written submissions from the Presidents of Akash Cooperative House Building Society Mohali and The Dastkar Cooperative House Building Society Mohali  through their Counsel Shri Kamaljit Singh Lang, which were received in the Commission on 04.05.2011. A  perusal of submissions reveals that incomplete orders passed in AC-947/2010  have been attached with the written submissions.  2.

The Respondent on behalf of office of Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab, states that the information, as available with them, relating to 
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the above mentioned two House Building Societies running into 1 to 19 and 1 to 18 pages respectively,  along with a copy of the Act and Bye-laws of the Society has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. phH;h$;HoHw$ 594, fwsh 25-04-2011,  with a  copy to the commission.  He further states that the information supplied was available with them as the same has been got collected from the field and further supplied to the office of Additional Director General of Police, Railway and Traffic, Punjab, Punjab Police Headquarter, Sector 9D, Chandigarh which was required in the Criminal Misc. Writ Petition No. 49595 MF 2007 and 57764 M/2009 filed by one Shri Kuldeep Singh son of late Shri Jeeta Singh, resident of Nayagaon, Distt. SAS Nagar, Mohali. 

4.

The complainant states that the information supplied to him with regard   to Akash Co-op. Housing Building Society relates to  the period up to 21-01-2010  and that of the Dastkar Coop. House Building Society relates to the period up to 29-12-2009. He further states he has demanded the list of all the allottees to whom the plots/flats have been allotted by these two Societies. In this regard, the Respondent states that they have directed the Presidents of both the societies vide letter No. 841, dated 25-04-2011 to supply the information to the Appellant,   as per directions given by the Commission on the last date of hearing, with a copy to the Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, SAS Nagar (Mohali).  He further states that inspite of the written directions  and verbal
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 telephonic messages,  the Societies have not supplied the original record for  perusal by  the Commission  as per the directions given by the Commission.  He further requests the Commission to take up the matter directly with the Societies.
5.

Under the  provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005, the Commission cannot take up the matter directly with the Societies.  As the  Registrar, Cooperative Societies, has full powers and control over the Societies  under the Punjab Cooperative Societies Act, 1961, it is directed that necessary action be taken to get the requisite information from the  Societies  in the larger public interest.   It is also directed that complete orders of the Commission passed in AC-947 of 2010 be attached with the written submissions made by the Societies. 

6.

The case is adjourned and fixed for final orders on 12- 05 -2011 in court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 05-05-2011


            State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Karamjit Singh,

Assistant Superintendent, Jail,

District Jail, Faridkot.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director General of Prisons, Punjab,

SCO No. 8-9, Sector 17A, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No. 1006 /2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Ms. Rekha Sharma and Ms. Charanjit Kaur, Senior Assistants, 


on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant.

2.

The respondent places on record a letter No. GI/J-9/3305, dated 04-05-2011,  addressed to Shri Karamjit Singh, Assistant Superintendent, District Jail, Faridkot with a copy to the commission, in which it has been written that the information relating to para No. 3 and register No. 5 (punishment register) along with the copy of enquiry report has been supplied to the complainant by post.  A copy of the reply is placed in the case file.

3.

The respondent pleads that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant, the case may be closed. 

4.

The complainant is neither present in the court nor any thing has 
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been heard from him.  Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 05-05-2011


            State Information Commissioner



