STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri J. S. Talwar,

Wing Commander(Retd.),

# 623, Sector: 33-B, Chandigarh.





Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary Local Government,

Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC - 2637/2009

Present:
Shri J. S. Talwar, Complainant, in person.
Shri N. S. Mavi, Under Secretary-cum-PIO, Shri Bachan Singh, Superintendent, L.G.-4 Branch,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri N. S. Mavi, Under Secretary-cum-PIO  makes a written submission dated 10.2.2010 from the Additional Secretary Local Government, which is taken on record. In the written submission it has been stated that Shri J. S. Talwar, Complainant visited her office on 08.02.2010 and identified the required documents after inspecting the files. The requisite documents as per his demand made vide  his application dated 16.02.2009 were provided to him. 
3.

The Respondent states that if the Complainant wants any other information, he may be directed to file a new application with the Department.
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 The Respondent further submits that since the requisite information, in the instant case, has been supplied, the case may be closed. 



4.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 11. 02. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Devinder Singh,

419/4, Nabha Gate, Patiala.





Complainant







Vs

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



 Respondent

CC - 11 /2010
Present:
Shri Devinder Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Daya Nand Hans, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Shri Daya Nand Hans, Senior Assistant, states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant vide Memo. No. g[ZvkFfwHnHFgfNF2010$21, dated 06.01.2010 after collecting it from other branches. He submits one copy of the information to the Commission, which is taken on record.  The Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied. 
2.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of. However, the Complainant is free to approach the competent court of law for the redressal of his grievances, if any.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 11. 02. 2010



      State Information Commissioner                    
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashwani Garg, Reporter,

Dainik Tribune, 

Shivaji Market, Samana,

Disrict: Patiala.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Nagar Council, Samana, 

District: Patiala.







 Respondent

CC -  3885/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Gurpartap Singh, Municipal Engineer-cum-PIO,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Shri Gurpartap Singh, Municipal Engineer-cum-PIO states that the requisite information, running into 415 pages,  as per demand of the Complainant has been supplied to him. He further states that the Complainant while receiving  the information on 09.02.2010 at 5.15 P.M. has written on the office copy as under:


“ Received uncomplete information from Nagar Council Samana. “

2.

The PIO states that the Complainant wrote the above words even without going through the  information  running into 415 pages supplied to him. He asserts that the complete information has been supplied to him and requests that the case may be closed. 
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3.

The Respondent has brought the entire original record relating to the instant case. A perusal of the information, supplied to the Complainant, reveals that the complete information as per the demand of the Complainant has been supplied to him.

4.

Original record is returned to the Respondent and photo copies of some documents are retained in the case file. 
5.

Since the requisite  information stands provided, the case is disposed of.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 11. 02. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harnek Singh,

Village & P.O.  RAUNI,

Tehsil: Payal, District: Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

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

Punjab, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.





 Respondent

CC - 40 /2010
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Maneshwar Chander, Joint Registrar Co-operative Societies-cum-PIO and Shri Inderjit Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Complainant vide his letter dated 04.02.2010 has informed the Commission that he is unable to attend the proceedings today due to ill health. He has further requested that the PIO of the office of Registrar Co-operative Societies, Punjab, may be directed to supply the  information demanded by him vide his application dated 02.01.2010.
2.

Shri Maneshwar Chander, Joint Registrar-cum-PIO states that the information, running into 4 sheets, including covering letter,  has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. oH;H;H nkoHNhHnkJhH 194$joB/e f;zx$1928, dated 05.02.2010 with a copy to the Commission. He further states that a copy of the
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 appointment letter dated 01.01.1966 is not available in the  record,  being very old as it relates to the year 1966 and therefore could not be supplied. He further states that the Complainant can inspect the record, if he so desires.
3.

The Respondent submits that since the requisite information, as available on record, has been supplied to the Complainant, the case may be closed. 
4.

A perusal of the information, supplied to the Complainant reveals that the information supplied to the Complainant is exactly as per his demand except a copy of the appointment letter, which is not available in the record. Therefore,  the case is disposed of.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 11. 02. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Satwinder Singh s/o Sh.Kulraj Singh,

VPO: Balkhandi, distt. Moga.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Kot Isse Khan, Distt. Moga.





 Respondent

CC No. 46 /2010

Present:
Shri Satwinder Singh, complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of respondent.  The complainant states that he has not received the information till date. 

2.

The complainant states that he has approached Shri Angrej Singh, Panchayat Secretary, many times but he refused to supply the information. He further states that the concerned BDPO, Kot Isse Khan is on ex-India leave and the additional charge is with the BDPO, Moga-1.  The complainant states that the information has been delayed for more than six months and action be taken 

against the PIO-cum- Panchayat Secretary for imposing penalty @ of Rs. 250/- per day under Section 20(1) and he may also be compensated under Section 19(8)(b) for the determent suffered by him for not getting the information in time.

3.

It is directed that the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Kot Isse Khan will supply the information relating to the year July, 2008 and July, 2009  of panchayat funds and expenditure on works got done by the Panchayat of village Balkhandi within a period of 07 days.

4.             I, therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIO, Shri Arun Sharma and Shri Angrej Singh, Panchayat Secretary to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon them under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for delay in supplying the information. 
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They are also directed to show cause why suitable compensation be not awarded to the complainant under Section 19(8) (b) of the RTI Act, for the detriment and loss suffered by him on account of delay in the supply of information.  The respondents are directed to file their written submission showing cause as afore-mentioned within 07 (seven)  days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party.

5.

It is also directed that a copy of the orders be sent to both the parties and to Shri Arun Sharma, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Moga-1, who is having the additional charge of Block Kot Isse Khan, through registered post. 
5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 18.02.2010 in Court No.1, SCO No. 84-85. Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
                        Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:11-02-2010



State Information Commissioner





CC:  Shri Arun Sharma, Block Development and Panchayat 



Officer, Moga-I, Distt. Moga having additional charge of 



Block Kot Isse Khan.




Shri Angrej Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Block Kot Isse 



Khan, Distt. Moga.

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Maan Singh Chawla,

B2/C, 44/B, Janakpuri, New Delhi-110058.


          Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o (i) President, The Madanpur Cooperative House

Building Society, SCO No.. 59-60, Cabin No. 14, 

Sector 3B2, SAS Nagar (Mohali).

(ii) First Appellate Authority,

Registrar Cooperative Societies, Punjab,

17 Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC No. 01 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri Maneshwar Chander,  Joint Registrar-cum-PIO, office of 


RCS and Shri Vikas Thakur, Clerk of Madanpur Society, on 


behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of appellant.  

2.

Joint Registrar, Cooperative Societies-cum-PIO states that in the instant case, Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Mohali, is the concerned APIO.  It is, therefore, directed that a copy of orders be sent to ARCS, Mohali, to attend the further proceedings in this case. The representative on behalf of The Madanpur Cooperative Housing Building Society, Kharar (Mohali) places on record written submission on behalf of Society.  The respondent further states        that the committee has since changed and the record received, from the    
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ex-President, Shri Gurdeep Singh, does not show the names of above persons.

3.

Joint RCS-cum-PIO of office of RCS is exempted from further hearings.  He may direct the Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Mohali to attend the proceedings.

4.

It is also directed that the President or the General Secretary of Madanpur Cooperative House Building Society, Mohali will bring the original record for the period from February, 1985 till date including the cash receipt books and ledgers and list of the persons who have been made members of the Society.  

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on  04.03.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and (i) President, The Madanpur Cooperative House Building Society, Kharar and (ii) Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Mohali.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:11-02-2010



State Information Commissioner




CC:
 (i)
President, The Madanpur Cooperative House




Building Society, SCO No.. 59-60, Cabin No. 14, 




Sector 3B2, SAS Nagar (Mohali).

(ii) Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies,Punjab,

       

 Mohali, 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.

Distt. Ferozepur.






      Complainant




  


Vs

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

17 Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 49 /2009

Present:
Shri Mahesh Kumar, complainant, in person.



Shri  Maneshwar Chander, Joint RCS-cum-PIO on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The complainant states that he has received the copy of judgment of appeal filed by him on 28.07.2006 which was decided on 03.05.2007. However, he has not received the copy of judgment of his complaint/ appeal dated 05.07.2006. He states that when he approached the office of Registrar Cooperative Societies (Legal Cell) he was informed that his appeal dated 05.07.2006 has been decided and the copy of the judgment has been delivered to him. However, he has not received any copy of the appeal decided by the Legal Cell of RCS office.  Joint RCS states that he will clarify from the concerned branch whether his application dated 05.07.2006 has been decided or not and  further states that the reply will be sent to the complainant with a copy to the Commission before next date of hearing.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 04.03.2010 in Court 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:11-02-2010



State Information Commissioner

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Nirmal Singh s/o Sh.Jarnail Singh,

VPO: Umerwal Billa, Tehsil Nakodar,

Distt. Jalandhar.






      Complainant




  


Vs

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

17 Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 13 /2010

Present:
Shri Nirmal Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri  Maneshwar Chander, Joint RCS-cum-PIO on behalf of 


respondent.
ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information relating to action taken report as per directions from the Rashtrapati Bhawan on the mercy petition of Shri Nirmal Singh, has been supplied to him  vide letter No. RCS-Plan-RTI/269/11821, dated 13.08.2009. Further  his applications dated 26.02.2008, 25.03.2009, 31.08.2009 and 08.07.2009 received from the Rashtrapati Bhawan have been decided and complete action taken report has been sent vide letter No. RCS/ RTI/269/1/ 16767, dated 31.12.2009. However,  photocopies of appeal decided by the office of RCS are handed over to the complainant in my presence in the court today.

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:11-02-2010



State Information Commissioner


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sharwan Sehgal s/o Sh.B.N.Sehgal,

R/O 49/69, Harpal Nagar, Ludhiana.



      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

CC No. 3815 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Mohinder Singh, BDPO, Ludhiana-1 and Shri Balwinder 


Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant. Shri Mohinder Singh, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana-1 states that the information is ready with him  and the Panchayat Secretary has approached the complainant many times to hand over the information, but the complainant has not received the information. Shri Sharwan Sehgal was not present on the last date of hearing as well as today. He may not be interested in getting the information.  However, BDPO, Ludhiana-1 is directed to send the information available with him through courier within a period of seven days. BDPO states that Shri Sharwan Sehgal does not seem to be interested in getting the information as he has neither approached his office nor office of the Commission and pleads that the case may be closed.

2.

On the assurance of BDPO that the information will be supplied through courier to the complainant, the case is closed and disposed of.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:11-02-2010



State Information Commissioner


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Bagga Singh s/o sh.Kasham,

R/o Valmik Road, Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur City- 152002.





              Appellant




  


Vs

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

Ferozepur.








 Respondent

AC No. 1028 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri Charanjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of appellant.

2.

The respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant on 09.02.2010.  The information has been received by Sant Baba Daulat Dass on behalf of appellant on 10.02.2010.

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:11-02-2010



State Information Commissioner


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Bagga Singh s/o sh.Kasham,

R/o Valmik Road, Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur City- 152002.





              Appellant




  


Vs

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

Ferozepur.








 Respondent

AC No. 1029 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri Sukhwinder Singh, Village Development Officer, on behalf 

of respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of appellant.

2.

The respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 8786, dated 10.02.2010 and the same has been received by Shri kewal krishan, on 10.02.2010, on behalf of appellant.

3.

Since the 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:11-02-2010



State Information Commissioner


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Bagga Singh s/o sh.Kasham,

R/o Valmik Road, Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur City- 152002.





              Appellant




  


Vs

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

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, SAS Nagar (Mohali).



 Respondent

AC No. 1030 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri Charanjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of appellant.

2.

The respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 156, dated 19.01.2010 and the same has been received by Shri Bagga Singh, appellant, on 20.01.2010.

3.

Since the 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:11-02-2010



State Information Commissioner


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rabinder Singh s/o Sh.Gurbax Singh,

6, Jyoti Nagar Extension,

Jalandhar.







     
   Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar.








 Respondent

AC No. 202 /2009

Present:
Shri Rabinder Singh, appellant, in person.



Shri Surinder Singh Channa, District Revenue Officer, 



Jalandhar , Shri Harmesh Kumar, Trust Engineer and Shri 


Tarlok Singh, MTP, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri Surinder Singh Channa, District Revenue Officer-cum-PIO, Jalandhar is present  in the court along with the representatives from Improvement Trust and Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.  After hearing all the parties, it comes out that the instant case belongs to the office of Sub Divisional Magistrate, Jalandhar-1 in whose jurisdiction the land falls. 

2.

Shri Tarlok Singh, MTP states that he has already given written statement in which he has stated that with regard to the land in question, stay orders have been passed by the High Court of Punjab and Haryana and the report relating to Revenue Department has already been supplied to the appellant.

3.

On the last date of hearing, the representative of the Municipal Corporation has stated that the land under dispute belongs to the Improvement 
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Trust, Jalandhar.  Accordingly, notice was issued to the PIO of Improvement Trust, Jalandhar, for today. As per the notice, Shri Harmesh Kumar, Trust Engneer is present who states that the land is in the record of Department of Rehabilitation. He places on record some documents of the land in question, one copy of which is handed over to the appellant and one copy is placed in the case file.

4.

After deliberations, it is directed that the PIO of office of Sub Divisional Magistrate, Jalandhar-1, will appear in person along with the status report as per his letter No. 937/SK, dated 19.02.2004 addressed to the Senior Superintendent of Police, Jalandhar with a copy to the Deputy Commissioner (DRAR Branch) and Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.

5.

It is directed that the District Revenue Officer, Jalandhar, will supply a copy of the documents supplied by the appellant, to the Sub Divisional Magistrate, Jalandhar-1, for further necessary action.

6.

The appellant places on record his observations dated 11.02.2010. One copy of the same is handed over to the DRO to be forwarded to the SDM-1 for attending to the observations/ comments made by the appellant.  Now, on the next date of hearing, only the PIO of office of Sub Divisional Magistrate, Jalandhar-1 will appear in person along with the information to be supplied as per judgment/ stay granted by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India.

7.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 04.03.2010 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:11-02-2010


                State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Paramjit Singh s/o sh. Dayal Singh,.

VPO: Vadala Kalan, distt. Amritsar.



      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Rayya, Distt. Amritsar.






 Respondent

CC No. 47 /2010

Present:
Shri Gautam Thapar, Advocate, on behalf of complainant.



Shri Harman Meet Singh, Clerk, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The respondent states that the requisite information  has been supplied to the complainant and places on record one copy on which the complainant has signed and written that :



 “w[ezwb foekov t;{b gkfJnk



    ;jh$- gowihs f;zx “

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:11-02-2010


         State Information Commissioner

