STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tarsem Singh Khatkar,

S/o Shri Ujagar Singh,

R/o Village: Panjeta, P.O.: Bhunerheri,

District: Patiala.






Complainant







Vs

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

Bhunerheri, District: Patiala.




 Respondent

CC – 3606 & 3608/2010

Present:
Shri Tarsem Singh Khatkar, Complainant, in person.


Shri Jatinder Singh, Superintendent,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant states that he has received the complete information and is satisfied. He submits that the cases  may be closed. 

3.

Since the information stands provided, the cases are  disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 14. 01. 2011



   State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tarsem Singh Khatkar,

S/o Shri Ujagar Singh,

R/o Village: Panjeta, P.O.: Bhunerheri,

District: Patiala.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Assistant Registrar,

Cooperative Societies, Patiala.





 Respondent

CC – 3607/2010

Present:
Shri Tarsem Singh Khatkar, Complainant, in person.

Shri Mohammad Javed, Assistant Registrar,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that Shri Pawan Kumar, Superintendent, who retired two years ago in 2008 had not handed over the record to his successor. However, the Respondent places on record a letter from Shri Pawan Kumar, Superintendent(Retd.) dated 12.01.2011 in which he has stated that he had handed over the complete record  to his successor on his retirement. The Respondent further states that an inquiry is being conducted and after the inquiry report is received, necessary action will be taken as per the findings of the Inquiry Officer and efforts will be made to trace out the missing record.  He assures the Commission that as and when the missing record is found, the 
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requisite information will be supplied to the Complainant. He submits that the case may be closed. 

3.

Accordingly, it is directed that as and  when the Inquiry Report is received, necessary  action be taken as per the Inquiry Report against the officials/officers found guilty and necessary steps be taken to trace out the missing record  and if need be, an FIR be filed with the Police.  As and  when the missing record becomes available, the requisite information be supplied to the Complainant under intimation to the Commission. 

4.

In these circumstances,  the case is  disposed of.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 14. 01. 2011



   State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurvinder Singh,

S/o Shri Puran Singh,

Village: Hakim Baig, P.O.: Samra,

Via Fatehgarh Churian, 

Tehsil: Dera Baba Nanak,

District: Gurdaspur – 143602.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Education Officer(Elementary),

Patiala.








 Respondent

CC - 3569/2010

Present:
Shri  Gurvinder Singh,  Complainant, in person.


None is present  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case Shri Gurvinder Singh filed an application with the PIO of the office of District Education Officer(Elementary) Patiala  on 25.10.2010   for seeking certain information.  On getting no response from the PIO, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 29.11.2010, which was received in the Commission on 29.11.2010 against Diary No. 21787. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was sent to both the parties for today.
2.

The Complainant  states that no information has been supplied to him as yet and the information demanded is urgently required by him. He requests that the PIO may be directed to supply the requisite information to him at the earliest.
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3.

Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant immediately.

4.

Since none is present on behalf of the Respondent, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 25.01.2011 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 all  the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 14. 01. 2011



      State Information Commissioner

CC: 

District Education Officer(Elementary), Patiala.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kashmir Singh,

S/o Shri Mohinder Singh,

R/o Village: Satoj, P.O. Dharmgar,

Tehsil: Sunam, District: Sangrur.





Complainant







Vs

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

Sunam, District: Sangrur.






 Respondent
CC - 3612/2010

Present:
Shri Kashmir Singh, Complainant, in person.

Shri Karamjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary and Shri Parminder Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The requisite information is handed over to the Complainant by the Respondent in the court today in my presence. The Complainant states that he is satisfied with the information but he has suffered a lot of harassment in obtaining the information. 
2.

Accordingly, a compensation of Rs. 500/-(Five hundred only) is awarded to the Complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him,  to be paid by the Public Authority. The compensation amount is paid to the Complainant and he submits a receipt, which is taken on record. 

3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 14. 01. 2011



      State Information Commissioner
     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raghbir Singh,

S/o Shri Narayan Singh,

Village: Bamna, Tehsil: Samana,

District: Patiala.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.




 Respondent

CC - 3577/2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri  Jatinder Singh, D.R.O.-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Raghbir Singh filed an application with the PIO of the office of Deputy Commissioner, Patiala for seeking certain information on three points. The D.R.O.-cum-APIO, Patiala transferred the application under Section 6(3) of the R.T.I. Act, 2005 to the PIO-cum-D.D.P.O., Patiala vide letter No. 596/RTI, dated 07.04.2010 with a copy to the Complainant. The Complainant approached the Commissioner, Patiala Division, Patiala  on 22.04.2010, who directed the PIO of the office of Deputy Commissioner, Patiala to supply the information  with a copy to the D.D.P.O.-cum-PIO and to the Complainant. On receiving no response, the Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 21.11.23010. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was sent to both the parties for today.
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2.

The Respondent states that the application of the Complainant stands transferred to D.D.P.O., Patiala under Section 6(3) of the R.T.I. Act, 2005 for  taking necessary action to supply the requisite information to the Complainant. 

3.

Since none is present on behalf of the D.D.P.O., Patiala, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 22.02.2011 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.  The PIO of the office of D.D.P.O., Patiala is directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant  as per his complaint  dated 20.03.2010 before the next date of hearing.
4.

The PIO of the office of Deputy Commissioner, Patiala, is however exempted from appearing in future proceedings in the instant case as  they have transferred the application of the Complainant under Section 6(3) of the R.T.I., 2005 to the D.D.P.O. Patiala  for supplying the requisite information to the Complainant. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 14. 01. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

CC:

1.
P.I.O. of the office of Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.

2.
The District Development and Panchayat Officer, Patiala.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Lal Singh,

S/o Shri  Kansai Gir,

Village: Chandpur, P.O.-Sialba Majri,

District: Mohali.







Complainant







Vs

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

Majri, Tehsil: Kharar, District: Mohali.




 Respondent

CC – 3599 & 3600/2010

Present:
Shri Lal Singh, Complainant, in person.

Shri Surinder Pal Singh, Panchayat Secretary and Shri Gurminder Singh, Superintendent of the office of B.D.P.O., Majri,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Since the same information has been asked for by the Complainant in CC-3599/2010 and CC-3600/2010, both the cases are clubbed with the consent of both the parties.
3.

The Respondent has brought the  original Resolution Register of Village Chandpur for the perusal by the Commission and he submits photo copy of relevant Resolution, which is taken on record.  A perusal of the Resolution passed on 04.12.2009 reveals that the approval has been given to Shri Harpal Gir, Shri  Ram Karan and Shri Tarsem Lal   by the Panchayat to lay the 
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Water Pipe in the common street to fetch water from their  tube-wells. Photo copy of the Resolution and other record is supplied to the Complainant in the Court today. The Respondent states that the cost estimate for laying the concrete in the street for repair work has been prepared and submitted for the approval by the Government. He further states that the repair work will be completed within 15 days. Accordingly, it is directed that the Respondent will submit  Action Taken Report to the Commission with a copy to the Complainant by 31.01.2011. 
4.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of. However, the Complainant is free to approach the Commission again,  in case a copy of the Action Taken Report is not supplied to him.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 14. 01. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sohan Lal,

S/o Shri Sadhu Ram,

Village: Kalianpur, 

Tehsil: Anandpur Sahib, 

District: Roopnagar.







Complainant







Vs

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

Anandpur Sahib, District: Roopnagar.




 Respondent

CC - 3553/2010

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

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Sohan Lal filed an application with the PIO of the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ropar on 12.05.2010 for seeking certain information. The PIO-cum-Additional Deputy Commissioner, Ropar transferred the application under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act,2005 to the PIO-cum-BDPO, Anandpur Sahib to supply the information  under intimation to the Complainant. 
The BDPO, Anandpur Sahib further transferred the application to the Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Kalianpur  under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 with a copy each to the Panchayat Secretary and to the Complainant. On getting no information, Shri Sohan Lal filed a complaint dated nil   with the Commission, which was received in the Commission on 25.11.2010 against Diary No. 21592. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was sent to both the parties for today.
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2.

Since none is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent, one more opportunity is given to them to pursue their case. The Sarpanch and the Panchayat Secretary are directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 
3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 10.02.2011 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 all  the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 14. 01. 2011



      State Information Commissioner

CC:

1.
Shri Swaran Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat, 
Kalianpur, Tehsil: Anandpur Sahib, District: Roopnagar.
2.
Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Kalianpur, Tehsil: Anandpur Sahib,District: Roopnagar.

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

Shri Subhash Chander s/o Sh.Hari Ram,

Dhanu Ram Street, Kotkapura,

Distt. Faridkot.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal, 

Govt. Senior Secondary School, Harino,

District Faridkot.







 Respondent

CC No. 3572 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Mrs. Sadhna, Principal-cum-PIO on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant.

2.

Mrs. Sadhna, Principal, Government Senior Secondary School, Harino states that she has informed the complainant to deposit Rs. 50/- on account of cost of photostat of documents and postal charges. However, the complainant has not attended the office nor he has deposited the cost of photostat of documents. The respondent states that the information is ready with her which can be supplied to the complainant during the course of hearing in the court or he can get the information on any working day after depositing the charges towards photostat of documents.

3.

The complainant was contacted on mobile phone No. 99885- 31539. He stated that he is at Haridwar and will collect the information as and 
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when he reaches Faridkot after depositing the requisite charges towards photostat of documents.   It is directed that the PIO-cum-Principal shall supply the information after getting the charges towards photostat of documents.

4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of. 
 5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:014-01-2011


              State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sukhwinder Singh s/o Sh. Mangat Singh,

Village: Motemajra, Distt. SAS nagar (Mohali).


      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Director of Agriculture, Punjab,

SCO No. 85-88, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 3578  /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri PP Singh and Shri D.P. Mangla, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant.

2.

Shri Sukhwinder Singh filed an application with the PIO of Punjab Health Systems Corporation, on 26.08.2010. The PIO of Punjab Health Systems Corporaton transferred the application to the PIO of office of Director Agriculture, Punjab vide letter No. PHSC/RTI/10/738, dated 15.09.2010 with a copy to the complainant. After getting no response, he filed a complaint with the commission on 29.11.2010 which was received in the commission office on the same day against diary No. 21817.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was sent to both the parties for today.

3.

Shri P.P. Singh, Chief Inspector, Fertilizers, on behalf of  respondent states that the subject- matter of the information sought does not 
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 relate to the department of Agriculture as the information about the crop of water chestnut ( f;zxkV/  ) is not being controlled by that Department. Shri Sukhwinder Singh was contacted on mobile phone No. 99148- 82279 who states that the crop of water chestnut is being sown in the polluted water near SAS Nagar, and  further states that whether the powder of water chestnut can be used in milk and milk made products and whether the crop of water chestnut can be sown in polluted water in village ponds etc.  

4.

The perusal of application reveals that the information might be relating to the Department of Food and Supplies. It is directed that the application of complainant dated 26.08,.2010 which was transferred from the Punjab Health Systems Corporation, be transferred  under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 to the Department of Food and Supplies for supplying the requisite information. It is also directed that the PIO of office of Punjab Health Systems Corporation will also supply the copy of representation dated 09.12.2009 which was sent to that office.
5.

Accordingly, it is directed that the notice of hearing be sent to :-


(i) 
PIO of office of Director, Food and Supplies, Punjab, Jeevan Deep Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh;


(ii)
PIO of office of Punjab Health systems Corporation, Phase-6, 
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SAS Nagar (Mohali) ; and 


(iii)
PIO of office of Director Agriculture, Punjab, SCO No.  85-88, Sector 34- A, Chandigarh. They are directed to be  present on the next date of hearing i.e. on 22-02-2011 in SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 

6.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:14-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner




CC:
(i) 
PIO office of Director, Food and Supplies, Punjab,




Jeevan Deep Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh;

(ii) PIO of office of Punjab Health Systems Corporation,


Phase-6, SAS Nagar (Mohali) and

(iii) PIO of office of Director Agriculture, Punjab,


SCO No. 85-88, Sector 34A, Chandigarh.  

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sukhpal Singh Khaira, MLA,

House No. 6, Sector-5, Chandigarh.



      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Dhilwan, Distt. Kapurthala.






 Respondent

CC No. 3551 /2010

Present:
Shri Aminder Singh, Advocate, on behalf of complainant.



Shri Bhupinder Singh, BDPO, Dhilwan, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Sukhpal Singh Khaira, MLA, filed an application with the PIO of office of Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Dhilwan on 18-01-2009 which was received in the office of BDPO against diary No. 1067 on 19-01-2010 after a gap of almost one year.  This fact needs to be checked by both the complainant and the BDPO.  The respondent supplied the information to the complainant vide letter No. 1283, dated 04.02.2010 relating to seven points asked by the complainant. Not satisfied with the information supplied, the complainant, Shri Sukhpal Singh Khaira, MLA,  filed a complaint with the commission which was received in the commission office on 01-12-2010 against diary No. 21942.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

From the perusal of the case file, it reveals that the information was 
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supplied by the BDPO as well as by the Gram Panchayats of block Dhilwan. The complainant has brought out some discrepancies in the information supplied to him by all the PIOs.  Deliberations were held in the court. After arguments put forth by both the parties, it is directed that the Ld. Counsel, on behalf of complainant, will supply the discrepancies in the information to PIO village-wise, within a period of one month with a copy to the commission.  It is also directed that the BDPO, Dhilwan, will supply the information relating to all the villages falling within the jurisdiction of Block Dhilwan.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on  22-02-2011 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:14-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sukhpal Singh Khaira, MLA,

House No. 6, Sector-5, Chandigarh.



      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Nadala, Distt. Kapurthala.






 Respondent

CC No. 3613 /2010

Present:
Shri Aminder Singh, Advocate, on behalf of complainant.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Sukhpal Singh Khaira, MLA, filed an application with the PIO of office of Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Nadala on 18-01-2009. The respondent supplied the information to the complainant vide letter No. 3854, dated 19-03-2010 relating to seven points asked by the complainant. Not satisfied with the information supplied, the complainant, Shri Sukhpal Singh Khaira, MLA, filed a complaint with the commission which was received in the commission office on 01.12.2010 against diary No. 21943.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

From the perusal of the case file, it reveals that the information was 

supplied by the BDPO as well as by the Gram Panchayats of block Nadala. The complainant has brought out some discrepancies in the information supplied to
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him by all the PIOs.  Deliberations were held in the court. After arguments,  it is directed that the Ld. Counsel, on behalf of complainant, will supply the discrepancies in the information to PIO village-wise, within a period of one month with a copy to the commission.  It is also directed that the BDPO, Nadala, will supply the information relating to all the villages falling within the jurisdiction of Block Nadala.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on  22-02-2011 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:14-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner





PS; After the hearing is over, Shri Mohinder Singh, Panchayat Officer, Nadala appears in the court.  He submits a letter No. 4229, dated 12.01.2011 from Shri Iqbaljeet Singh, BDPO, Nadala in which he has sought adjournment of the case as he has joined at Nadala only on 29.11.2010.

2.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on  22-02-2011 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:14-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Parvinder Singh,

204, K.C.Tower, Chandigarh Road,

Nawanshehr.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Government Middle School, Kittna,

PO: Kittna, Distt. Hoshiarpur.





 Respondent

CC No. 3576 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Yogesh Dutt, Science Teacher, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Shri Parvinder Singh, filed an application with the PIO of Government Middle School, Kittna on 23.10.2010 and asked information on six points with regard to purchases made by the school from time to time. After getting no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission dated 11.11.2010 which was received in the commission office on 29.11.2010 against diary No. 21807.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

The complainant is not present in the court neither any information has been received for his absence.  The respondent states that the information running into 177 sheets is ready with him which can be handed over to the complainant in the court.  However, the complainant is not present. He has made 
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written submission to the commission in which he has given reply parawise.  He has also placed on record his grievance about the complainant that the complainant is asking the same information time and again which is taken on case file. 

3.

From the perusal of the information available with the respondent, it reveals that the information is as per demand of the complainant.  It is directed that the complainant will get the information  from the school on any working day which is available with Shri Yogesh Dutt, Science teacher. 

4.

Since the available information is as per the demand of complainant, the case is closed and disposed of.  

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:14-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Manager,

The Amritsar Cooperative Labour &

Construction Union Ltd., Albert Road,

Amritsar- 143001.






      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o (i) Excutive Officer, Nagar Panchayat,

Rayya, Distt. Amritsar.

(ii) FAA: Regional Deputy Director, Local Bodies,

Amritsar.








 Respondent

AC No. 1071 /2010

Present:
Shri Tilak Raj Manager, complainant, in person.



Shri Rajesh Khokhar, E.O. and Shri Rajesh Kumar, 



Superintendent, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Tilak Raj Manager, The Amritsar Cooperative Labour and Construction Union Ltd., states that he has received the information as per his demand.  He is satisfied with the information supplied to him and pleads that the case may be closed.

3,

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:14-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Bhagwan Singh s/o Sh. Arjan Singh,

VPO: Harpalpur, Distt. Patiala.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Patiala. 







 Respondent

CC No. 3617 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Surinder Singh, Clerk and Shri Harminder Singh, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Shri Bhagwan Singh, filed an application with the PIO of office of Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Patiala on 25.10.2010 and asked information on four points. After getting no response, he filed a complaint with the commission on 30.11.2010 which was received in the commission office on the same day against diary No. 21892.  Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties.

2.

None is present on behalf of complainant.

3.

The respondent states that the information has been sent vide letter No. 64, dated 10.01.2011 on all the four points asked by the complainant with a copy to the commission, through registered letter. The respondent states that the complainant might have received the information and might be satisfied with the 
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Information supplied to him. 

4.

It is directed that the respondent will supply the copy of Section 69 of  w[nkwbk iwhB n?eN ,1887  . So far as information regarding four points is concerned, the same has been supplied to the complainant vide above-said letter.  The case is therefore, disposed of. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:14-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner





After the hearing is over, Shri Bhagwan Singh, complainant, appears in the court who states that the respondent has  supplied  totally wrong and mis-leading information.  He pleads that the PIO of office of Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies, be penalized for supplying wrong and mis-leading information. The perusal of information supplied today and earlier on 12.08.2010,  reveals that there is a difference between the two. 

2. In view of the fact that the PIO has supplied different information on two different occasions, a show causee notice is issued to Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Rajpura.  

3.           I, therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIO ( Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Rajpura )  to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for delay in supplying the 
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Wrong and mis-leading information. He is 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 respondent is directed to file his written submission showing cause as afore-mentioned within 15 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22-02-2011 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:14-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner

CC:


Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies,




Patiala. 

