STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ram Saran,

S/o Shri Attar Chand,

Mansurwal Dona Near

Gauri Shankar Cold Store, Kapurthala




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer, Kapurthala.

 Respondent

CC - 763/2010

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

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 27.05.2010,  when a compensation of Rs. 2000/-(two thousand only) was awarded to the Complainant to be paid by the office of Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Kapurthala through Bank Draft within one week and the case was fixed for today for confirmation of compliance of orders.

2.

None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent and nothing has been heard from the Complainant  regarding non-payment of compensation amount, which shows that the orders of the Commission have been complied  with.  
3.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 10. 06. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)










      REGISTERED
S/Shri Bakshish Singh s/o Amar Singh,

Tarsem Singh s/o Mehnga Singh,

Sukhwinder Singh s/o Wassan Singh,

Residents of Village: Nanonangal,
Block: Dinanagar, District: Gurdaspur.




Complainant







Vs

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

Dinanagar, District: Gurdaspur.





 Respondent

CC - 1703/2010

Present:
Shri Bakshish Singh, Shri Tarsem Singh, Shri Sukhwinder Singh,                   Complainants, in person  and Shri Mandeep Sodhi, Advocate on behalf of the Complainants. 


None is present on behalf of the  Respondent.

ORDER
1.

In this case Shri Bakshish Singh, Shri Tarsem Singh and Shri Sukhwinder Singh, Complainants, residents of Village: Nanonangal filed an application with the PIO of the office of  Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Dinanagar on 03.02.2010 for seeking information regarding grants received and works done by Gram  Panchayat, Nanonangal during the period 2005-2007. On getting no information they filed a complaint with the Commission 
Contd…..p/2

CC - 1703/2010



-2-
on 10.05.2010, which was received in the Commission on the same day against Diary No. 9223. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was sent to both the parties for today.
2.

The Ld. Counsel for the Complainants states  that more than four
months have passed but no information has been supplied to the Complainants as yet. He submits that the PIO may be directed to supply the information to the Complainant immediately  and necessary action under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005  for imposing penalty upon the PIO for the delay in the supply of information, may be taken.

3.

Since none is present on behalf of the Respondent and no information has been supplied to the Complainants for the last four months, Smt. Paramjit Kaur, Block Development and Panchayat Officer-cum-PIO, Dinanagar and Shri Gurdarshan Singh, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat Nanonangal are directed to make written submissions  within 15 days of the receipt of this order, explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon them under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for not supplying requisite information to the Complainants so far.
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 26.08.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
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CC - 1703/2010



-3-

5.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 10. 06. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

 6.

After the hearing   is over, Shri Prem Chand, Panchayat Secretary, 
Gram Panchayat, Nanonangal appears before the Commission and states that he has got late due to break down of the vehicle in which he was traveling.  He further states that the record of Gram Panchayat Nanonangal( Cash Book, Resolution Register, Receipt Books, Stock Register etc.) for the period 2003-2008,  has not been handed over to him by Shri Shiv Kumar, former Panchayat Secretary Nanonangal(now posted at Dhariwal)  due to which the requisite information could not be supplied to the Complainants. He submits a letter No. 501, dated 07.06.2010 from Smt. Paramjit Kaur, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Dinanagar addressed to the Commission, with a copy to Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Mohali and to the District Development and Panchayat Officer-cum-PIO, Gurdaspur, which is taken on record.  He submits copies of letters written by BDPO, Dinanagar to Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Gurdaspur; Divisional Deputy Director, Rural Development and Panchayat, Jalandhar; and District Development and Panchayat Officer, 
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Gurdaspur, which are taken on record.   
7.

In the letter dated 07.06.2010, Smt. Paramjit Kaur, BDPO, Dinanagar has submitted as under:-

(1)
 That Shri Gurdarshan Singh, Present Sarpanch and Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Ex-Sarpanch of Gram Panchayat Nanonangal were asked vide letters No. 369-70, dated 27.04.2010, No. 372-73, dated 05.05.2010 and No. 1050-51 dated 10.05.2010 to hand over the record of the Panchayat but they refused to accept these letters and no record has been handed over as yet. 
(2)
That BDPO Dhariwal was asked vide letters No. 4015, dated 30.12.2009, No. 99, dated 25.01.2010 and No. 395, dated 04.03.2010 to direct Shri Shiv Kumar, Panchayat Secretary to hand over the record of Gram Panchayat Nanonangal but no record has been handed over.

(3)
That Sub Divisional Magistrate, Gurdaspur was requested vide letter No. 1273 dated 25.05.2010 to issue Search Warrant to procure record of Gram Panchayat Nanonangal from Sh. Gurdarshan Singh, Present Sarpanch, Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Ex-Sarpanch and Shri Shiv Kumar, former Panchayat Secretary but no sanction has been issued so far. 

8.

In view of the facts and circumstances narrated above,  
Contd…..p/5
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-5-
 DDPO Gurdaspur/BDPO Dinanagar are directed to  get an inquiry conducted with regard to missing of the record of Gram Panchayat, Nanonangal and if deemed necessary, FIR be lodged with the Police to trace the missing record and to take appropriate action against the defaulters.
9.

The Respondent is informed that the case has been fixed for further hearing  on 26.08.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

 







Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 10. 06. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


CC:

1.
Shri Satish Vashisht, District Development and Panchayat, 
                               Officer, Gurdaspur.
 
2.     Smt. Paramjit Kaur, Block Development and Panchayat   

         Officer, Dinanagar, District: Gurdaspur.      
3.     Shri Prem Chand, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat,   

         Nanonangal, Block: Dinanagar, District: Gurdaspur.

4.    Shri Shiv Kumar, Panchayat Secretary, Dhariwal, District:  

   Gurdaspur.   
5.     Shri Gurdarshan Singh, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat,   

         Nanonangal, Block: Dinanagar, District: Gurdaspur.


6. 
Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Ex-Sarpanch,   Gram Panchayat, 
          Nanonangal, Block: Dinanagar, District: Gurdaspur.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)









           REGISTERED
S/Shri Bakshish Singh s/o Amar Singh,

Tarsem Singh s/o Mehnga Singh,

Sukhwinder Singh s/o Wassan Singh,

Residents of Village: Nanonangal,
Block: Dinanagar, District: Gurdaspur.




Complainant







Vs

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

Dinanagar, District: Gurdaspur.





 Respondent

CC - 1704/2010

Present:
Shri Bakshish Singh, Shri Tarsem Singh, Shri Sukhwinder Singh,                   Complainants, in person  and Shri Mandeep Sodhi, Advocate on behalf of the Complainants. 


None is present on behalf of the  Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case Shri Bakshish Singh, Shri Tarsem Singh and Shri Sukhwinder Singh, Complainants, residents of Village: Nanonangal filed an application with the PIO of the office of  Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Dinanagar on 03.02.2010 for seeking information regarding detail of grants, Fund, Accounts Numbers, other sources of income etc.  during the period from 2003 till date. On getting no information they filed a complaint with the 

Contd…..p/2

CC - 1704/2010



-2-
Commission on 10.05.2010, which was received in the Commission on the same day against Diary No. 9224. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was sent to both the parties for today.

2.

The Ld. Counsel for the Complainants states  that more than four

months have passed but no information has been supplied to the Complainants as yet. He submits that the PIO may be directed to supply the information to the Complainant immediately  and necessary action under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005  for imposing penalty upon the PIO for the delay in the supply of information, may be taken.

3.

Since none is present on behalf of the Respondent and no information has been supplied to the Complainants for the last four months, Smt. Paramjit Kaur, Block Development and Panchayat Officer-cum-PIO, Dinanagar and Shri Gurdarshan Singh, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat Nanonangal are directed to make written submissions  within 15 days of the receipt of this order, explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon them under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for not supplying requisite information to the Complainants so far.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 26.08.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
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CC - 1704/2010
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5.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 10. 06. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


 6.

After the hearing   is over, Shri Prem Chand, Panchayat Secretary, 

Gram Panchayat, Nanonangal appears before the Commission and states that he has got late due to break down of the vehicle in which he was traveling.  He further states that the record of Gram Panchayat Nanonangal( Cash Book, Resolution Register, Receipt Books, Stock Register etc.) for the period 2003-2008,  has not been handed over to him by Shri Shiv Kumar, former Panchayat Secretary Nanonangal(now posted at Dhariwal)  due to which the requisite information could not be supplied to the Complainants. He submits a letter No. 501, dated 07.06.2010 from Smt. Paramjit Kaur, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Dinanagar addressed to the Commission, with a copy to Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Mohali and to the District Development and Panchayat Officer-cum-PIO, Gurdaspur, which is taken on record.  He submits copies of letters written by BDPO, Dinanagar to Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Gurdaspur; Divisional Deputy Director, Rural Development and Panchayat, Jalandhar; and District Development and Panchayat Officer, 
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Gurdaspur, which are taken on record.   
7.

In the letter dated 07.06.2010, Smt. Paramjit Kaur, BDPO, Dinanagar has submitted as under:-

(1)
 That Shri Gurdarshan Singh, Present Sarpanch and Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Ex-Sarpanch of Gram Panchayat Nanonangal were asked vide letters No. 369-70, dated 27.04.2010, No. 372-73, dated 05.05.2010 and No. 1050-51 dated 10.05.2010 to hand over the record of the Panchayat but they refused to accept these letters and no record has been handed over as yet. 

(2)
That BDPO Dhariwal was asked vide letters No. 4015, dated 30.12.2009, No. 99, dated 25.01.2010 and No. 395, dated 04.03.2010 to direct Shri Shiv Kumar, Panchayat Secretary to hand over the record of Gram Panchayat Nanonangal but no record has been handed over.

(3)
That Sub Divisional Magistrate, Gurdaspur was requested vide letter No. 1273 dated 25.05.2010 to issue Search Warrant to procure record of Gram Panchayat Nanonangal from Sh. Gurdarshan Singh, Present Sarpanch, Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Ex-Sarpanch and Shri Shiv Kumar, former Panchayat Secretary but no sanction has been issued so far. 

8.

In view of the facts and circumstances narrated above,  

Contd…..p/5
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 DDPO Gurdaspur/BDPO Dinanagar are directed to  get an inquiry conducted with regard to missing of the record of Gram Panchayat, Nanonangal and if deemed necessary, FIR be lodged with the Police to trace the missing record and to take appropriate action against the defaulters.

9.

The Respondent is informed that the case has been fixed for further hearing  on 26.08.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
 







Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 10. 06. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


CC:

1.
Shri Satish Vashisht, District Development and Panchayat, 
                               Officer, Gurdaspur.
 

2.       Smt. Paramjit Kaur, Block Development and Panchayat   

         Officer, Dinanagar, District: Gurdaspur.      
3.    Shri Prem Chand, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat,   

         Nanonangal, Block: Dinanagar, District: Gurdaspur.


4.    Shri Shiv Kumar, Panchayat Secretary, Dhariwal, District:  

   Gurdaspur.   
5.     Shri Gurdarshan Singh, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat,   

         Nanonangal, Block: Dinanagar, District: Gurdaspur.


6. 
Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Ex-Sarpanch,   Gram Panchayat, 

          Nanonangal, Block: Dinanagar, District: Gurdaspur.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)









               REGISTERED
S/Shri Bakshish Singh s/o Amar Singh,

Tarsem Singh s/o Mehnga Singh,

Sukhwinder Singh s/o Wassan Singh,

Residents of Village: Nanonangal,
Block: Dinanagar, District: Gurdaspur.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,
 Gurdaspur.








 Respondent

CC - 1705/2010

Present:
Shri Bakshish Singh, Shri Tarsem Singh, Shri Sukhwinder Singh,                   Complainants, in person  and Shri Mandeep Sodhi, Advocate on behalf of the Complainants. 


None is present on behalf of the  Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case Shri Bakshish Singh, Shri Tarsem Singh and Shri Sukhwinder Singh, Complainants, residents of Village: Nanonangal filed an application with the District  Development and Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur  on 23.12.2009 for seeking complete record of Gram  Panchayat, Nanonangal, Block Dinanagar,  District:Gurdaspur  for  the period  from 2003 to 30.05.2008. On getting  no  information  they  filed  a  complaint  with  the  Commission 
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on 10.05.2010, which was received in the Commission on the same day against Diary No. 9221. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was sent to both the parties for today.

2.

The Ld. Counsel for the Complainants states  that more than five
months have passed but no information has been supplied to the Complainants as yet. He submits that the PIO may be directed to supply the information to the Complainant immediately  and necessary action under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005  for imposing penalty upon the PIO for the delay in the supply of information, may be taken.

3.

Since none is present on behalf of the Respondent and no information has been supplied to the Complainants for the last more than  five months, Shri Satish Vashisht, District  Development and Panchayat Officer-cum-PIO, Gurdaspur and Shri Gurdarshan Singh, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat Nanonangal are directed to make written submissions  within 15 days of the receipt of this order, explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon them under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for not supplying requisite information to the Complainants so far.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 26.08.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
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5.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 10. 06. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


 6.

After the hearing   is over, Shri Prem Chand, Panchayat Secretary, 

Gram Panchayat, Nanonangal appears before the Commission and states that he has got late due to break down of the vehicle in which he was traveling.  He further states that the record of Gram Panchayat Nanonangal( Cash Book, Resolution Register, Receipt Books, Stock Register etc.) for the period 2003-2008,  has not been handed over to him by Shri Shiv Kumar, former Panchayat Secretary Nanonangal(now posted at Dhariwal)  due to which the requisite information could not be supplied to the Complainants. He submits a letter No. 501, dated 07.06.2010 from Smt. Paramjit Kaur, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Dinanagar addressed to the Commission, with a copy to Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Mohali and to the District Development and Panchayat Officer-cum-PIO, Gurdaspur, which is taken on record.  He submits copies of letters written by BDPO, Dinanagar to Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Gurdaspur; Divisional Deputy Director, Rural Development and Panchayat, Jalandhar; and District Development and Panchayat Officer, 

Contd…..p/4
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Gurdaspur, which are taken on record.   
7.

In the letter dated 07.06.2010, Smt. Paramjit Kaur, BDPO, Dinanagar has submitted as under:-

(1)
 That Shri Gurdarshan Singh, Present Sarpanch and Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Ex-Sarpanch of Gram Panchayat Nanonangal were asked vide letters No. 369-70, dated 27.04.2010, No. 372-73, dated 05.05.2010 and No. 1050-51 dated 10.05.2010 to hand over the record of the Panchayat but they refused to accept these letters and no record has been handed over as yet. 

(2)
That BDPO Dhariwal was asked vide letters No. 4015, dated 30.12.2009, No. 99, dated 25.01.2010 and No. 395, dated 04.03.2010 to direct Shri Shiv Kumar, Panchayat Secretary to hand over the record of Gram Panchayat Nanonangal but no record has been handed over.

(3)
That Sub Divisional Magistrate, Gurdaspur was requested vide letter No. 1273 dated 25.05.2010 to issue Search Warrant to procure record of Gram Panchayat Nanonangal from Sh. Gurdarshan Singh, Present Sarpanch, Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Ex-Sarpanch and Shri Shiv Kumar, former Panchayat Secretary but no sanction has been issued so far. 

8.

In view of the facts and circumstances narrated above,  

Contd…..p/5
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 DDPO Gurdaspur/BDPO Dinanagar are directed to  get an inquiry conducted with regard to missing of the record of Gram Panchayat, Nanonangal and if deemed necessary, FIR be lodged with the Police to trace the missing record and to take appropriate action against the defaulters.

9.

The Respondent is informed that the case has been fixed for further hearing  on 26.08.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

 







Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 10. 06. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


CC:

1.
Shri Satish Vashisht, District Development and Panchayat, 
                               Officer, Gurdaspur.
 

2.     Smt. Paramjit Kaur, Block Development and Panchayat   

         Officer, Dinanagar, District: Gurdaspur.      
3.     Shri Prem Chand, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat,   

         Nanonangal, Block: Dinanagar, District: Gurdaspur.


4.    Shri Shiv Kumar, Panchayat Secretary, Dhariwal, District:  

   Gurdaspur.   
5.     Shri Gurdarshan Singh, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat,   

         Nanonangal, Block: Dinanagar, District: Gurdaspur.


6. 
Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Ex-Sarpanch,   Gram Panchayat, 

          Nanonangal, Block: Dinanagar, District: Gurdaspur.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)








                             REGISTERED
S/Shri Bakshish Singh s/o Amar Singh,

Tarsem Singh s/o Mehnga Singh,

Sukhwinder Singh s/o Wassan Singh,

Residents of Village: Nanonangal,
Block: Dinanagar, District: Gurdaspur.




Complainant







Vs

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

Gurdaspur.








 Respondent

CC - 1706/2010

Present:
Shri Bakshish Singh, Shri Tarsem Singh, Shri Sukhwinder Singh,                   Complainants, in person  and Shri Mandeep Sodhi, Advocate on behalf of the Complainants. 


None is present on behalf of the  Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case Shri Bakshish Singh, Shri Tarsem Singh and Shri Sukhwinder Singh, Complainants, residents of Village: Nanonangal filed an application with District  Development and Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur on 23.12.2010 for seeking complete record of  Gram  Panchayat, Nanonangal, Block: Dinanagar, District: Gurdaspur for  the period from 15.7.2008 to 16.12.2009. On getting no information they filed a complaint with the Commission 
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on 10.05.2010, which was received in the Commission on the same day against Diary No. 9222. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was sent to both the parties for today.

2.

The Ld. Counsel for the Complainants states  that more than five
months have passed but no information has been supplied to the Complainants as yet. He submits that the PIO may be directed to supply the information to the Complainant immediately  and necessary action under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005  for imposing penalty upon the PIO for the delay in the supply of information, may be taken.

3.

Since none is present on behalf of the Respondent and no information has been supplied to the Complainants for the last more than  five  months, Shri Satish Vashisht, District  Development and Panchayat Officer-cum-PIO, Gurdaspur  and Shri Gurdarshan Singh, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat Nanonangal are directed to make written submissions  within 15 days of the receipt of this order, explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon them under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for not supplying requisite information to the Complainants so far.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 26.08.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
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5.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 10. 06. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


 6.

After the hearing   is over, Shri Prem Chand, Panchayat Secretary, 

Gram Panchayat, Nanonangal appears before the Commission and states that he has got late due to break down of the vehicle in which he was traveling.  He further states that the record of Gram Panchayat Nanonangal( Cash Book, Resolution Register, Receipt Books, Stock Register etc.) for the period 2003-2008,  has not been handed over to him by Shri Shiv Kumar, former Panchayat Secretary Nanonangal(now posted at Dhariwal)  due to which the requisite information could not be supplied to the Complainants. He submits a letter No. 501, dated 07.06.2010 from Smt. Paramjit Kaur, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Dinanagar addressed to the Commission, with a copy to Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Mohali and to the District Development and Panchayat Officer-cum-PIO, Gurdaspur, which is taken on record.  He submits copies of letters written by BDPO, Dinanagar to Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Gurdaspur; Divisional Deputy Director, Rural Development and Panchayat, Jalandhar; and District Development and Panchayat Officer, 

Contd…..p/4
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Gurdaspur, which are taken on record.   
7.

In the letter dated 07.06.2010, Smt. Paramjit Kaur, BDPO, Dinanagar has submitted as under:-

(1)
 That Shri Gurdarshan Singh, Present Sarpanch and Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Ex-Sarpanch of Gram Panchayat Nanonangal were asked vide letters No. 369-70, dated 27.04.2010, No. 372-73, dated 05.05.2010 and No. 1050-51 dated 10.05.2010 to hand over the record of the Panchayat but they refused to accept these letters and no record has been handed over as yet. 

(2)
That BDPO Dhariwal was asked vide letters No. 4015, dated 30.12.2009, No. 99, dated 25.01.2010 and No. 395, dated 04.03.2010 to direct Shri Shiv Kumar, Panchayat Secretary to hand over the record of Gram Panchayat Nanonangal but no record has been handed over.

(3)
That Sub Divisional Magistrate, Gurdaspur was requested vide letter No. 1273 dated 25.05.2010 to issue Search Warrant to procure record of Gram Panchayat Nanonangal from Sh. Gurdarshan Singh, Present Sarpanch, Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Ex-Sarpanch and Shri Shiv Kumar, former Panchayat Secretary but no sanction has been issued so far. 

8.

In view of the facts and circumstances narrated above,  

Contd…..p/5
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 DDPO Gurdaspur/BDPO Dinanagar are directed to  get an inquiry conducted with regard to missing of the record of Gram Panchayat, Nanonangal and if deemed necessary, FIR be lodged with the Police to trace the missing record and to take appropriate action against the defaulters.

9.

The Respondent is informed that the case has been fixed for further hearing  on 26.08.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

 







Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 10. 06. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


CC:

1.
Shri Satish Vashisht, District Development and Panchayat, 
                               Officer, Gurdaspur.
 

2.     Smt. Paramjit Kaur, Block Development and Panchayat   

         Officer, Dinanagar, District: Gurdaspur.      
3.     Shri Prem Chand, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat,   

         Nanonangal, Block: Dinanagar, District: Gurdaspur.


4.    Shri Shiv Kumar, Panchayat Secretary, Dhariwal, District:  

   Gurdaspur.   
5.     Shri Gurdarshan Singh, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat,   

         Nanonangal, Block: Dinanagar, District: Gurdaspur.


6. 
Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Ex-Sarpanch,   Gram Panchayat, 

          Nanonangal, Block: Dinanagar, District: Gurdaspur.


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Satnam Singh ,

7- Nursery Square, Nangal Township,

Distt. Ropar.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director, 

Punjab State Industrial Dev.Corpn,

Udgoy Bhawan, Sector 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No. 1722 /2010

Present:
Shri Satnam Singh, complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Shri Satnam Singh, filed an application with the PIO of office of Official Liquidator attached to Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana, i.e.Punjab National Fertilizer Chemical Ltd. Naya Nangal, SCO No. 9, Sector-26,  Madhya Marg, Chandigarh.  He filed another application with the PIO of office of Managing Director, Punjab State Industrial Development Corporation, Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17C, Chandigarh on 08.02.2010.  The PIO of office of PSIDC vide his letter dated 16.02.2010 informed Shri Satnam Singh that since the Company M/S PNFC is under liquidation and the record of the company  is with the official liquidator, therefore,  PSIDC cannot furnish any information and the original application is being returned.  Similarly, Shri P.Meena, Central Public 
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Information Officer, office of Ministry of Corporate Affairs, Government of India, New Delhi informed Shri Satnam Singh vide his letter No. PNFCL/ Liquidation/ RTI/IV/SS/09-10/5507, dated 28.01.2010 that all the information desired by you in your letter pertains to the period prior to winding up  order i.e. 27.07.2000, so this office is not in a position to fulfill your request. However, if desired so, you may ask the information from the promoter of said company (in liquidation) i.e. Punjab State Industrial Development Corporation.

2.

Dissatisfied with the reply from both the PIOs, he filed a complaint with the commission dated nil which was received in the commission office on 13.04.2010 against diary No. 6785. Again  he sent a reminder to the Deputy Registrar, Punjab State Information Commission dated nil which was received in the commission office on 11.05.2010 against diary No. 9309.  Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

3.

None is present on behalf of respondent. A written submission sent by the PIO of office of PSIDC vide letter No. PSIDC-PIO-1761, dated 07.06.2010 has been received in the commission office on 08.06.2010 against diary No. 11362. In the last para it is stated that the information can only be “provided by such authority which is in control over such records from which such information can be derived and the control upon such records. In the present case, the case is with the official liquidator attached to the Hon’ble High Court.”

4.

From the perusal of the case file, it reveals that the liquidator 
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appointed as per the orders of the Hon’ble High Court, is under the control of

 Ministry of Corporate Affairs, Government of India, New Delhi.  As the office of Ministry of Corporate Affairs, Government of India, falls within the jurisdiction of Central Information Commission, therefore, the complainant should approach the Central Information commission, Government of India to get the information from the official liquidator appointed as per the orders of Hon’ble High Court and attached with the Ministry of Corporate Affairs, Government of India, New Delhi.

5.

Deputy Registrar, Punjab State Information commission is directed to send the file to the Central Information Commission, Government of India, New Delhi for taking action as deemed fit. 

6.

Keeping in view the above circumstances of the case, the case is closed and disposed of. 
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and Deputy Registrar, PSIC.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:10-06-2010


         State Information Commissioner





CC:   Deputy Registrar, Punjab State Information Commission.

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Tarsem Singh s/o Sh. Kashmir Singh,

VPO: Shambhu Kalan, Distt. Patiala.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,Patiala.


 Respondent

CC No. 934 /2010

Present:

Shri Tarsem Singh, complainant, in person.




Shri Daljit Singh Virk, District Development and 




Panchayat Officer, Patiala, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1. Heard both the parties.

2. As per directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri Daljit Singh Virk, District Development and Panchayat Officer, Patiala states that the file is with the Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali for appointing an Inquiry Officer and the same will be appointed by the competent authority.  

3. It is directed that the inquiry be got conducted immediately and the inquiry report be sent within a period of two months i.e. by 10th of August, 2010.  So far as the question of supplying the information is concerned, the same has been supplied vide letter No. 206/RTI, dated 19.05.2010 with a copy to the commission. The case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 12.08.2010 in Court 
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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:10-06-2010


         State Information Commissioner





CC:

Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, 





Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector-62, Mohali,





SAS Nagar.

      

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Hitender Jain,

c/o Resurgence India, House No. 903,

Chander Nagar, Civil Lines, Ludhiana-141001.


      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 1198 /2009

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, complainant, in person.



Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum- Nodal APIO and Shri 

Surinder Chaudhry, JE, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was decided on 19.01.2010, when a compensation of  Rs. 7,000/- (Rupees Seven thousand only) was awarded to the Complainant in the presence of Shri M.S. Jaggi, PCS, Assistant Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Shri H.C.Salaria, Executive Engineer, Parveen Singla, SDO, Shri Joginder Singh Sandhu, SDO, Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO, Shri Surinderjeet Chaudhry, JE and Shri Arvind Thakur, JE.  and the case was adjourned to 09.02.2010 for confirmation of compliance of orders.  Besides, it was ordered that an inquiry be got conducted by a senior officer and action be taken against the officers/officials found guilty under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 and copies of Inquiry Report and Action Taken Report be sent to the 
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Commission as well as to the Complainant. 

2.  
         On the report of the Complainant that he has received the compensation amount, the case was finally disposed of on 09.02.2010  with  the directions that the Complainant is free to approach the Commission again if the Inquiry Report is not supplied to him within three months. 

3.

 The Complainant vide his letter dated 20.05.2010 has informed the Commission that he has not  received any Inquiry Report, Action Taken Report or the remaining information though a period of three months has passed. He has requested to re-open the case and impose penalty upon the defaulting officers/officials who have failed to provide the requisite information while defying the directions of the Commission. On the request of the Complainant the case was re-opened and Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

4.

Shri Surinderjit Chaudhary, J.E., who was present on 19.01.2010 and 09.02.2010, states that he was transferred to some other Zone on 27/28th February, 2010 and the Accounts Branch was shifted to the Main Office of the Corporation, due to which information could not be supplied.  Shri Harish Bhagat, Nodal APIO states in the court that he had asked  the PIO of Zone-B in writing to supply the information as per the directions of the Commission given on 19.01.2010 and 09.02.2010.

5.                   In these circumstances, I call upon the Respondent-PIO, 
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 Shri M. S. Jaggi, PCS, Assistant Commissioner, to show cause as to why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for not supplying the requisite information to the Complainant so far.  He is directed to file his written submission in this regard within 15 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the Complainant.  

6.

Case is fixed for further hearing on 26.08.2010 at 10.00 A.M.  in Court No. 1 on the second floor of  SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh. 

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to Shri M.S. Jaggi, PCS, Shri H. C Salaria, XEN and Shri Surinderjeet Chaudhry, JE. 



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:10-06-2010


       
  State Information Commissioner




CC:    (i)     Shri M.S.Jaggi, PCS, Assistant Commissioner,




        Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.
(ii) Shri H.C.Salaria, XEN, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

(iii) 
Shri Surinderjit Chaudhary, J.E., Municipal  

  Corporation, Ludhiana. 

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Hitender Jain,

c/o Resurgence India, House No. 903,

Chander Nagar, Civil Lines, Ludhiana-141001.


      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 1196 /2009

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, Complainant, in person.



Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum- Nodal APIO and Shri 

Surinder Chaudhary, JE, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was decided on 19.01.2010, when a compensation of  Rs. 7,000/- (Rupees Seven thousand only) was awarded to the Complainant in the presence of Shri M.S. Jaggi, PCS, Assistant Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Shri H.C.Salaria, Executive Engineer, Parveen Singla, SDO, Shri Joginder Singh Sandhu, SDO, Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO, Shri Surinderjeet Chaudhry, JE and Shri Arvind Thakur, JE.  and the case was adjourned to 09.02.2010 for confirmation of compliance of orders.  Besides, it was ordered that an inquiry be got conducted by a senior officer and action be taken against the officers/officials found guilty under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 and copies of Inquiry Report and Action Taken Report be sent to the 
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Commission as well as to the Complainant. 
2.  
         On the report of the Complainant that he has received the compensation amount, the case was finally disposed of on 09.02.2010  with  the directions that the Complainant is free to approach the Commission again if the Inquiry Report is not supplied to him within three months. 

3.

 The Complainant vide his letter dated 20.05.2010 has informed the Commission that he has not  received any Inquiry Report, Action Taken Report or the remaining information though a period of three months has passed. He has requested to re-open the case and impose penalty upon the defaulting officers/officials who have failed to provide the requisite information while defying the directions of the Commission. On the request of the Complainant the case was re-opened and Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

4.

Shri Surinderjit Chaudhary, J.E., who was present on 19.01.2010 and 09.02.2010, states that he was transferred to some other Zone on 27/28th February, 2010 and the Accounts Branch was shifted to the Main Office of the Corporation, due to which information could not be supplied.  Shri Harish Bhagat, Nodal APIO states in the court that he had asked  the PIO of Zone-B in writing to supply the information as per the directions of the Commission given on 19.01.2010 and 09.02.2010.
5.                   In these circumstances, I call upon the Respondent-PIO, 
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 Shri M. S. Jaggi, PCS, Assistant Commissioner, to show cause as to why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for not supplying the requisite information to the Complainant so far.  He is directed to file his written submission in this regard within 15 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the Complainant.  
6.

Case is fixed for further hearing on 26.08.2010 at 10.00 A.M.  in Court No. 1 on the second floor of  SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh. 
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to Shri M.S. Jaggi, PCS, Shri H. C Salaria, XEN and Shri Surinderjeet Chaudhry, JE. 



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:10-06-2010


       
  State Information Commissioner



CC:    (i)     Shri M.S.Jaggi, PCS, Assistant Commissioner,




        Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.
(iv) Shri H.C.Salaria, XEN, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.
(v) 
Shri Surinderjit Chaudhary, J.E., Municipal  
  Corporation, Ludhiana. 

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Hitender Jain,

c/o Resurgence India, House No. 903,

Chander Nagar, Civil Lines, Ludhiana-141001.


      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 1197 /2009

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, complainant, in person.



Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum- Nodal APIO and Shri 

Surinder Chaudhry, JE, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was decided on 19.01.2010, when a compensation of  Rs. 7,000/- (Rupees Seven thousand only) was awarded to the Complainant in the presence of Shri M.S. Jaggi, PCS, Assistant Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Shri H.C.Salaria, Executive Engineer, Parveen Singla, SDO, Shri Joginder Singh Sandhu, SDO, Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO, Shri Surinderjeet Chaudhry, JE and Shri Arvind Thakur, JE.  and the case was adjourned to 09.02.2010 for confirmation of compliance of orders.  Besides, it was ordered that an inquiry be got conducted by a senior officer and action be taken against the officers/officials found guilty under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 and copies of Inquiry Report and Action Taken Report be sent to the 
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Commission as well as to the Complainant. 

2.  
         On the report of the Complainant that he has received the compensation amount, the case was finally disposed of on 09.02.2010  with  the directions that the Complainant is free to approach the Commission again if the Inquiry Report is not supplied to him within three months. 

3.

 The Complainant vide his letter dated 20.05.2010 has informed the Commission that he has not  received any Inquiry Report, Action Taken Report or the remaining information though a period of three months has passed. He has requested to re-open the case and impose penalty upon the defaulting officers/officials who have failed to provide the requisite information while defying the directions of the Commission. On the request of the Complainant the case was re-opened and Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

4.

Shri Surinderjit Chaudhary, J.E., who was present on 19.01.2010 and 09.02.2010, states that he was transferred to some other Zone on 27/28th February, 2010 and the Accounts Branch was shifted to the Main Office of the Corporation, due to which information could not be supplied.  Shri Harish Bhagat, Nodal APIO states in the court that he had asked  the PIO of Zone-B in writing to supply the information as per the directions of the Commission given on 19.01.2010 and 09.02.2010.

5.                   In these circumstances, I call upon the Respondent-PIO, 
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 Shri M. S. Jaggi, PCS, Assistant Commissioner, to show cause as to why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for not supplying the requisite information to the Complainant so far.  He is directed to file his written submission in this regard within 15 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the Complainant.  

6.

Case is fixed for further hearing on 26.08.2010 at 10.00 A.M.  in Court No. 1 on the second floor of  SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh. 

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to Shri M.S. Jaggi, PCS, Shri H. C Salaria, XEN and Shri Surinderjeet Chaudhry, JE. 



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:10-06-2010


       
  State Information Commissioner




CC:    (i)     Shri M.S.Jaggi, PCS, Assistant Commissioner,




        Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.
(vi) Shri H.C.Salaria, XEN, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

(vii) 
Shri Surinderjit Chaudhary, J.E., Municipal  

  Corporation, Ludhiana. 

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jaswant Singh s/o Sh.Sardara Singh,

Houe No. 2525/B, Sector 47-C,

Chandigarh.







      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Punjab, Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17C,

Chandigarh.








 Respondent

CC No. 1698 /2010

Present:
Shri Jaswant Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Sohan Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Jaswant Singh filed an application with the PIO of office of Director, Industries and Commerce, Punjab on 31.03.2010 along with fee of Rs.30/- (Rupees Thirty only) in the shape of pay order dated 31.03.2010. After getting no information, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 06.05.2010 which was received in the commission office on 07.05.2010 against diary No. 9051.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

On the perusal of the case file, it reveals that the APIO of office of DIC supplied information to Shri Jaswant Singh vide letter No. 1/2010/553/RTI Act-05/ S1/8663A, dated 08.06.2010 with a copy to the Commission running into 8 sheets including covering letter. The complainant states that he has received 











Contd..p/2

CC-1698/10



-2-

the information but it is incomplete and is not according to his demand.  He places on record his written submission dated 10.06.2010 which is taken on record and one copy is handed over to the respondent in the court in my presence. 

3.

It is directed that the PIO will go through the submissions made by the complainant and will supply the information  keeping in view  his application dated 31.03.2010.. It is also directed that if no such information is available, the PIO will certify that no such documents/ information is available on the record of public authority, before the next date of hearing.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.06.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 A.M.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:10-06-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri R.C.Bawa,

General Secretary, New Generation

Apartments Welfare Society,

Flat No. 15-G, New Generation

Apartments, Dhakoli, Zirakpur,

Distt. SAS Nagar.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Council, Zirakpur.





 Respondent

CC No. 2951 /2008

Present:
Shri R.C.Bawa, complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

The case was pronounced in the open court on 30.03.2010 when it was fixed for today for confirmation of compliance of orders.

2.

The complainant states that he has received the information but the amount of Rs. 10,000/- (Rupees Ten thousand only) awarded as compensation by the commission on 30.03.2010 has not been paid to him as yet.

3.

It is directed that the orders of the commission dated 30.03.2010  be complied with within a period of 10 days and the case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 22.06.2010 in court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.  
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4.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties by Registered post.










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:10-06-2010


         State Information Commissioner




CC:
1.
Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,




Department of Local Govt. Mini Sectt. Sector-9, 




Chandigarh.

2. Director, Local Govt. Punjab,


SCO No. 131-32, Juneja Building, Sector 17C,

 
Chandigarh.

3. Shri Bhopal Singh,


Superintendent-cum-PIO,


Municipal Council, Zirakpur, Distt. SAS Nagar.

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri R.C.Bawa,

General Secretary, New Generation

Apartments Welfare Society,

Flat No. 15-G, New Generation

Apartments, Dhakoli, Zirakpur,

Distt. SAS Nagar.






         Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Council, Zirakpur.





 Respondent

CC No. 396 /2009

Present:
Shri R.C.Bawa, complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was pronounced in the open court on 30.03.2010 when it was fixed for today for confirmation of compliance of orders.

2.

None is present in the court today on behalf of respondent. 

3.

It is directed that the orders of the commission dated 30.03.2010  be complied with within a period of 10 days and the case is fixed for confirmation 
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of compliance of orders on 22.06.2010 in court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.  








4...

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties by Registered post.

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:10-06-2010


         State Information Commissioner




CC:
1.
Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,




Department of Local Govt. Mini Sectt.  Sector-9, 




Chandigarh.

2.       Director, Local Govt. Punjab,


SCO No. 131-32, Juneja Building, Sector 17C,

 
Chandigarh.

3.        Shri Bhopal Singh,


Superintendent-cum-PIO,


Municipal Council, Zirakpur, Distt. SAS Nagar.

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Mahesh Kumar,

House No. 8, Gali No. 5,

Ferozepur Cantt.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Manager, The Ferozepur Central

Cooperative Bank Ltd., Ferozepur.




 Respondent

CC No. 727 /2010

Present:
Shri Mahesh Kumar, complainant, in person.



Shri R.C.Chaudhry and Shri Nipin Garg, D.M. on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant, Shri Mahesh Kumar,  Accountant, and he has given in writing that he has received the information as per his demand dated 30.7.2009. The respondent pleads that the information has been supplied and the case may be closed.

2.

As the requisite information stands supplied, the case is closed and disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:10-06-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Apar Singh Ghuman,

Village: Khera Kotli, PO: Panwan (Dasuya),

Distt. Hoshiarpur.






      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector-62, Mohali.



 Respondent

CC No. 1709 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Ms. Satya Devi, Branch Incharge, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The respondent states that the information relating to 8 districts has been supplied and efforts are being made to get the information from the remaining districts to be supplied to the complainant.  She pleads that the case may please be adjourned at least for two months.

2.

The respondent is directed to supply the consolidated information, if available with the office of Director Rural Development and Panchayats. The case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 26.08.2010 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:10-06-2010


         State Information Commissioner
 
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Satnam Singh Ablu,

President, Khand Mills Karamchari Dal,

Basti Mai Godri, Kotkapura Road, 

Faridkot.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Registrar Cooperative Societies, Pb.

17 Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 1447 /2010

Present:
Shri Satwant Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Satwinder Kumar, PIO and Shri Inderjeet Singh, Junior 


Assistant, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing, PIO makes a written submission along with documents which is taken on record and one copy is handed over to the complainant in the court in my presence. 

3.

The respondent pleads that the case be closed as the requisite information and action taken report on the recommendations of Hon’ble Minister has been supplied.  

4.

Since the 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:10-06-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Varinder Khanna,

425, Master Tara Singh Nagar,

Jalandhar.







      
Appellant




  


Vs

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

Deptt. of Local Government, Mini Sectt. ,

Sector-9, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC No. 893 /2009

Present:
Shri Varinder Khanna, appellant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Case was last disposed of on 04.02.2010 when the appellant was not present in the Court. The respondent, who was present in the court, stated that the information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter dated 13.01.2010 and the case was disposed of. 

2.

The appellant approached the commission that the information supplied vide letter dated 13.01.2010 is incomplete and is not as per his demand. As the respondent is not present in the court today, one more chance is given to supply the information and the case is fixed for further hearing on  22.06.2010 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:10-06-2010


         State Information Commissioner
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After the hearing is over, Shri Amrik Singh Puri appears before the commission and places his written submission dated 10.06.2010.  He states that the information is being collected from all the Municipal Corporations of Punjab State i.e. Amritsar, Bathinda, Jalandhar, Ludhiana and  Patiala.  He further states that the information relating to Municipal Corporation, Bathinda has been received in the office and information from the remaining four municipal corporations is still awaited. 

2.

It is directed that the action taken report on his representation dated 26.02.2009 be supplied along with noting file sheets and if any correspondence made inter-department. The case has already been fixed for 22.06.2010.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:10-06-2010


         State Information Commissioner



