STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Taranjit Singh Walia,

S/o Shri Balwant Singh Walia,

# 455, Jagtar Nagar(Bajwa Colony),

Near D.C.W. Colony, Patiala.





Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Audit Officer, 

Co-operative Societies, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC - 4024/2009

Present:
Shri Taranjit Singh Walia, Complainant, in person.
Dr. Gian Chand Jain, Audit Officer-cum-PIO and Shri Mohinder Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Dr. Gian Chand Jain, Audit Officer-cum-PIO, states that the requisite information, running into 225 pages, has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. J/HUHn?b$nwbk$12, dated 04.01.2010. The Complainant states that he has received this information and has sent his observations to the PIO but does not have office copy of the same with him today. The PIO  states that he has not received any such observations.
2.

The PIO submits a letter No. J/HUHn?b$594, dated 15.02.2010, which 
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is taken on record, in which the PIO has narrated in detail the steps taken by him in the supply of information to the Complainant as per his demand. 

3.

A perusal of the information supplied to the Complainant reveals that the requisite information as per the demand of the Complainant has been supplied to him and necessary clarifications have also been provided to him. 

4.

Since the requisite information vis-à-vis  necessary clarifications stand provided to the Complainant, the case is disposed of.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 16. 02. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Monica,

54-B, Moti Nagar, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director, P.S.I.E.C.,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector:17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC - 2860/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri G. S. Sandhu, Manager Legal-cum-APIO and Shri Amarjit Singh,  Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that he has brought requisite information for supply to the Complainant today in the court. The Complainant is not present. Therefore, the Respondent is directed to send the information to the Complainant by registered post. 
2.

.  The Respondent  submits one copy of the information to the Commission, which is taken on record. A perusal of the information reveals that the information is as per the demand of the Complainant. The Respondent assures the Commission that the information will be sent to the Complainant today and requests that the case may be closed. 
3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 16. 02. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tejinder Singh,

S/o Shri Gurbax Singh,

Plot No. 40, Village: Bholapur,

Guru Nanak Nagar, P.O. Bhahbana,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

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

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC -1166/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-PIO,  M.C. Ludhiana; Shri Amrik Singh Puri, Superintendent, office of Principal Secretary Local Government;  Shri V. K. Sandhir, Advocate for M. C. Amritsar;  Shri Jatinder Mohan, Steno, office of M. C. Amritsar; Shri Manjit Singh, Superintendent Establishment, M. C. Patiala; Shri Santokh Singh, Senior Assistant, M. C. Jalandhar and Shri Ravinder Kumar, Clerk, M. C. Bathinda , on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Ld. Counsel for M. C. Amritsar requests that the information regarding the appointment, promotion etc.  relating to Shri Sanjeev Soni has not been supplied to the Complainant as per the orders of Shri Kulbir Singh, S.I.C. in CC No. 2287/2008. He submits a copy of orders passed by Shri Kulbir Singh, SIC in CC No. 2287/2008 in which the Hon’be SIC accepted the prayer of the Respondent that during the pendency of RSA No. 1585 of 1997 titled as State of
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 Punjab V/s Shri Sanjeev Soni, and civil suit titled as Shri Hardeep Singh V/s Municipal Corporation Amritsar, no information regarding the appointment, promotion or otherwise relating to Shri Sanjev Soni and other officials , which may have affect upon the High Court & Civil case or may warrant contempt proceedings, weaken the case of the Government be ordered to be disclosed to any one including  the Complainant shri Hardeep Singh and dismissed the complaint being without merit as the information demanded is personal in nature and it has no relationship- with any public activity or interest.  Ld. Counsel further states that the Complainant is not attending the proceedings in the instant case and he has not sent any response to the letter written by the Corporation dated 07.08.2009, which shows that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him and does not want to pursue the case any further. 
2.

A letter has been received from Shri Tejinder Singh, Complainant, dated 16.02.2010 vide which he has intimated the Commission that due to some urgency he is unable to attend the proceedings today. He has further informed that the complete  information has not been supplied to him so far by Municipal Corporations Amritsar and Patiala and what-ever information has been supplied to him is incorrect.  He has requested that necessary action may be taken against the PIOs of these two Corporations.
3.

In the instant case the information regarding appointment, 
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promotion etc. of  Shri Sanjeev Soni   demanded by Shri Tejinder Singh, the 

Complainant, is  very much available in the domain of the Public Authority i.e. Municipal Corporation Amritsar and Municipal Corporation Patiala.   More-over, no inquiry is pending in the matter.  Therefore, I am of the view that the disclosure of this information will not have any adverse affect on the case pending in the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court. Therefore, it is ordered that the information relating to appointment, promotion, etc. of Shri Sanjeev Soni, be supplied to the Complainant as per his demand  within a period of 15 days as the Complainant has full right to produce the facts in the case pending in the Punjab and Haryana High Court. 

4.

The PIOs of Municipal Corporations Amritsar and Patiala are directed to attend the proceedings on the next date of hearing alongwith complete and correct information as per demand of the Complainant.  
5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 04.03.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 16. 02. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Achhar Singh Ramgarhia,

S/o Shri Bhagat Singh,

Sant Nagar, Naushara Road, Mukerian – 144211,

District: Hoshiarpur.







Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Tehsildar Mukerian,

District: Hoshiarpur.







 Respondent

CC - 3998/2009

Present:
Shri Achhar Singh Ramgarhia, Complainant, in person.
Shri Jasbir Singh Mahi, Tehsildar, Mukerian; Shri Sri Ram, Kanungo and Shri Khushal Singh, Patwari , on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that complete information as per the demand of the Complainant has been supplied to the Complainant. He hands over one more  copy of the information to the Complainant in the Court today in my presence. 
2.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of. However, the Complainant can approach the competent court of law for the removal of his grievances, if any, with this information. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 16. 02. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaswant Singh,

S/o Shri Gora Lal,

VPO: Jarg, Tehsil: Payal, 

District: Ludhiana.







Complainant







Vs

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

Khanna, District: Ludhiana.





 Respondent

CC - 3961/2009

Present:
Shri Jaswant Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Harkanwaljit Singh, BDPO, Khanna , on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Harkanwaljt Singh, BDPO, Khanna, states that he himself prepared the Plan after inspecting  the site and supplied to the Complainant.  He further states that during inspection Shri Harbhajan Singh, neighbour of the Complainant  stated that 7’ long part of the street, where he has constructed toilet is a part of his land. 

3.

Shri Jaswant Singh, Complainant, makes a written submission, which is taken on record and one copy is handed over to the Respondent. 

4.

A perusal of the information supplied to the Complainant vis-à-vis the case file,  reveals that the said land is within Lal Lakeer of the Village and there is no Fard and Jamabandi of the said land. 
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5.

After detailed deliberations it is directed that the BDPO will get the pipes re-laid under-ground for carrying toilet waste.  It is also directed that necessary action be taken against Panchayat Secretary and Gram Sewak under Section 20(2) of RTI Act, 2005 for the delay in the supply of information. 
6.

Since the information stands provided,  the case is disposed of.
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 16. 02. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India, 

903, Chander Nagar, 

Civil Lines, Ludhiana – 141001.





Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC - 2500/2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri  Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO and Shri Lovely Nanda, Accountant, office of ADC(D), Ludhiana , on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that the case, filed in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court, has been fixed for hearing and a copy of the order, which will be issued by the Hon’ble Court,  will be supplied to the Commission. He requests that the instant case may be adjourned. 
2.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 17.03.2010 at 11.00 A.M. in Room No. 4 on the first floor of SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17,  Chandigarh.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 16. 02. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rohit Sabharwal, President,

Anti Corruption & Crime Investigation Cell(Regd.),

Kundan Bhawan,  126 Model Gram, Ludhiana.



Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC - 2509/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO; Shri R. P. Gupta, SDO, Zone-A; Shri Ramesh Garg, SDO, Zone-C and Shri V. B. Khanna, SDO, Zone-D, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The APIO states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. 9/APIO-C, dated 11.01.2010 which has been received by the Complainant on 14.01.2010 at 03.15 P.M.
2.

The Complainant is not present. He is contacted on telephone No. 9417570000 to ascertain whether he is satisfied with the information or not. The Complaint informs that he has received the information and is satisfied. He requests that the case may be closed. 

3.

As per the directions issued by the Commission on the last date of hearing i.e. 29.12.2009,  the APIO submits affidavits from the three SDOs, who 
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are present in the court today, explaining reasons for the delay in the supply of the information. The APIO states that Shri  Rahul Gagneja, SDO, Zone-B,   has been placed under suspension  and therefore he has not submitted the affidavit. I have gone through the contents of the affidavits and am satisfied with the plea put forth by the three SDOs. Therefore, no penalty is imposed upon them and no compensation is awarded to the Complainant. 
4.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 16. 02. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagtar Singh,

S/o Shri Bachan Singh, 

Village: Thulewal, Tehsil & District: Barnala.


Complainant







          Vs

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

Barnala.








 Respondent
CC - 3958/2009
Present:
Shri  Jagtar Singh,  Complainant, in person.
Shri Rajinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that the Complainant was asked vide letter No. 759, dated 22.10.2009 to deposit Rs. 1500/- as charges for the documents so that information could be sent to him.  He further states that as the Complainant did not deposit the charges, the information was not supplied to him. 
2.

A perusal of the case file reveals that the Complainant was asked to deposit the charges for the documents after 30 days whereas he should have been asked to deposit the charges within 10 days of the receipt of his application for information. Therefore, it is directed that requisite information be supplied to the Complainant free of cost before the next date of hearing. 

3.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 25.02.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 16. 02. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurnaib Singh,

S/o Shri Mohan Singh,

Village: Virk Khurd(Garkandi),

Block Guru Harsahai, Tehsil: Jalabad,

District: Ferozepur.







Complainant







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

Guru Harsahai, District: Ferozepur.




 Respondent

CC - 3996/2009

Present: 
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 

Shri  Daljit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. Spl.-2, dated 15.02.2010 and due receipt has been taken. He submits a copy of the receipt,  which is taken on record. 

2.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 16. 02. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

S/Shri Pritam Singh, 

Bhupinder Singh, 

Harbinder Singh, 

Village: Sagranwali, 

P.O. Bhatnura, District: Jalandhar.




Complainant







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

Bhogpur.








 Respondent

CC -  4071/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Harjinder Singh, BDPO, Bhogpur, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant on  10.02.2010 and due receipt has been taken. He submits a copy of the receipt,  which is taken on record. 

2.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 16. 02. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
           

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Dr. Rajinder K.Singla

c/o Mr.Jatinder Moudgil,

E.1/12,Punjab University, Chandigarh-14.


      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Local Government, Punjab,

Juneja Building, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.


      Respondent

CC No. 1362 /2009

Present:
Dr.Rajinder K.Singla, complainant, in person.



Shri Nirmal Singh Mavi, Under Secretary-cum-PIO, Shri Jagbir 


Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, IT, Ludhiana and Shri 



Manjeet Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Nirmal Singh Mavi, Under Secretary-cum-PIO states that the information relating to Improvement Trust, Ludhiana has been supplied to the complainant by the PIO of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana vide Memo No. LIT/617, dated09.02.2010. The complainant states that he has not received the information as yet. Shri Jagbir Singh, APIO, IT, Ludhiana hands over the copy of information, which has been sent to the complainant on 09.02.2010, in the court today in my presence running into 67 sheets duly authenticated by the competent authority.  The complainant states that he wants to study the information supplied to him and pleads that the case may be adjourned at least for 15 days.

3.

Keeping in view the deliberations made in the court, it is directed that the complainant will submit his written observations/ comments, if any, on 
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the information supplied to him within 15 days direct to the PIO of office of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana with a copy to the commission. The respondents from Government side are exempted from further hearings.  The PIO, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana will attend  the proceedings  in person on the next date of hearing along with the information to be supplied to the complainant as per his observations/ comments to be made by Dr. Rajinder Kumar Singla by 02.03.2010.

4.

 The case is fixed for further hearing on 09.03.2010 at 10.00 AM in Court No.1, on the Second floor of SCO No.84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.  
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated: 16-02-2010


           State Information Commissioner



 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shrimati Shukla Kohli w/o sh.Sham Kumar Kohli,

R/O 85-D, Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana.



      Complainant




  


Vs

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



     Respondent

CC No. 1525 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of 


respondent.
ORDER

1.

Case was last heard on 12.01.2010 when it was fixed for confirmation or orders.

2.

The respondent places on record  Receipt Challan from the District Treasury Office, Ludhiana vide which the amount of penalty amounting to Rs.5,000/- (Rupees Five thousand only) has been deposited under Head-“0070- Other administrative services-60-other services-800 –other receipts- 86 Fees under the Right to Information Act, 2005” by the Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana after deducting the same from the salary of Shri Subhash Gupta, the then PIO. He further states that the amount of Rs.4500/- (Rupees Four thousand five hundred only) as compensation has also been paid through  Shri Kuldeep Singh, Clerk of office of IT, Ludhiana, personally on 18.12.2009. Photocopy of challan receipt as well as letter dated 18.12.2009 is placed on the record file.  

3.

A fax message has been received from Shri Sham Kumar Kohli 
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which was received in the Commission office on 11.02.2010 vide diary No. 2159, in which he has stated that he has to attend the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana on 16.02.2010 and is unable to attend the court and has requested that the case may be adjourned to some other date. Since in the instant case, the confirmation has been made by the respondent on 18.12.2009, the case is disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:16-02-2010



State Information Commissioner



  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

1-B-71-NIT(One),

Faridabad-121001.






           Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 2640 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of 


respondent.
ORDER

1.

The respondent states that he has procured copies  of “The Punjab Town Improvement (Utilization of Land and Allotment of Plots) Rules, 1983”. He submits one copy to the Commission,  which is taken on record . He assures the Commission  that  photocopy of the said Rules will be sent  to the complainant within a period of one week.

2.

He further states that he would  request Mr. K.N.Dua, Complainant and his other partners to provide documents relating to the property, which has been acquired by the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana,  for developing a colony,  to the Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana so that necessary action could be taken.  

3.

Accordingly, Shri K. N. Dua, Complainant,  is directed supply  the documents to the Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana, relating to the land in question along with the names of the partners.

4.

  The case is fixed for further hearing on 09.03.2010 at 10.00 A.M.  in Court No.1,  on second floor of SCO No.84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 












Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:16-02-2010


         State Information ommissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Roshan Lal,

House No. 3600, Ist Floor, Sector 23-D,

Chandigarh.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o PUDA, Sector 62, SAS Nagar

(Mohali).







 Respondent

CC No. 4058 /2009

Present:
Shri Roshan Lal, complainant, in person.



Shri Chet Ram, Administrative Officer-cum-APIO and Shri 


Gurdev Singh Atwal, JE, office of DTP 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 the complainant also confirms that he has received the information and is satisfied with the information supplied.

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:16-02-2010



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Parveen Kumar Sayal,

Sayal Street, Sirhind-140406,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.





            Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Local Government, Punjab,

Juneja Building, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 2766 /2009

Present:
Shri Parveen Kumar Sayal, the complainant, in person.



Shri Kuldeep Singh, Senior Assistant, office of Director local 


Govt. on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

 Shri Kuldeep Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent, states that the information regarding comments/ observations made by the complainant vide his letter dated 20.01.2010 has been sent vide letter dated 11.01.2010 which is in accordance with his application dated 25.08.2009. On the perusal of the information supplied vide letter No. AS2-DLG-Estt-2010/860, dated 11.01.2010 and the application dated 25.08.2009, it brings out that the information relating to para No. 1 to 6 and 9 to 13 has been supplied as per the record available in the office of Municipal Council, Sirhind.  The information relating to para 7,8, 14 and 15 has not been supplied as per the demand of the complainant.

2.

With regard to para 7 and 8, the government has intimated that :-


(i)
;pzXs fw;b foekov ftu T[gbpX BjhA j' ojh. fw;b T[gpbX j'D s/ ;{fus 


eo fdZsk ikt/rk.
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(2)
g?ok BzpoF8 - ;pzXs fw;b foekov ftu T[gbpX BjhA  j' ojh.  fw;b 


T[gbpX j'D s/ ;{fus eo fdZsk ikt/rk. 
3.

The complainant has asked information on 25.08.2009 which is already late by six months and the Department should have filed an FIR against the officers/ officials who are responsible for the loss of the official file from the office of Director Local Government. Now it is directed that an FIR be lodged against the officials/ officers from whose custody the concerned file has gone missing.

4.

With regard to the information relating to para No. 14 and 15 , it is directed that the list of works which are being checked or have been checked, be supplied to the complainant within a period of 15 days after getting the same from the office of Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sirhind.

5.

 The complainant brings to the notice of the Commission, a cheque No. 260420, dated 27.11.2010, issued in his name by the Municipal Council amounting to Rs. 8,80,459-95 paise. On the perusal of the cheque, it reveals that the issue date as mentioned on the cheque is 27.11.2010, which is yet to come after about nine and  half months and there is also a discrepancy in the amount written in numbers and words.  It is construed that the Executive Officer has mis-led the complainant.  It is, therefore, directed that the Executive Officer will appear in person along with his written submission as to why a suitable action be not recommended against him for issuing a wrong cheque.
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6..

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. 
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and (i) Principal Secretary, local Govt.,(ii) Director Local Government and (iii) Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sirhind. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:16-02-2010



State Information Commissioner




CC:
(i)
Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,




Department of Local Govt. Mini Sectt. Punjab,




Sector-9, Chandigarh.



(ii)
Director Local Government, Punjab,



Juneja Building, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.  
(iii)
Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sirhind,

    
District Fatehgarh Sahib. 

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Avtar Singh s/o sh.Bhola Singh,

Village: Fatehgarh Chhana, Block Samana,

Distt. Patiala.







          Complainant




  


Vs

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

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



Respondent

CC No.3981  /2009

Present:
Shri Avtar Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Jatinder Singh Brar, DDPO (Headquarter) on behalf of 


respondent.
ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Avtar Singh has demanded information relating to his complaint made to the Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab for the status report of the enquiry being conducted regarding village Fatehgarh Channa.  However, he has not mentioned any date of his complaint in the application.

3.

The DDPO, headquarter, states that the enquiry has been marked to the DDPO, Patiala who has started the process and according to complainant, the Inquiry Officer has recorded their statements in the said enquiry. But the final enquiry report is still awaited.  So far as the status report is concerned, the enquiry is being conducted and it is directed that the inquiry be completed within a period of one month and a copy of the same be supplied to the complainant as well as to the Commission. The respondent states that he will try his best to get 
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the inquiry completed by Inquiry Officer, Shri Daljit Singh Virk, DDPO, Patiala and will send the copy to the complainant.

4.

Since the status report, as demanded by the complainant, stands supplied, the case is disposed of. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:16-02-2010


           State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Inder Pal Singh s/o Sh. Udham Singh,

Village: Dehriwal Kiran, PO: Bishankot,

Distt. Gurdaspur.






   
Appellant




  


Vs

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

          Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector-62,

          SAS Nagar (Mohali).






Respondent

(ii) First Appellate Authority,

       District Development & Panchayat Officer,

      Gurdaspur.
AC No. 832 /2009

Present:
Shri Inder Pal Singh, appellant, in person.



Shri Jatinder Singh Brar, DDPO (Headquarter), Shri Gurmeet 


Singh, Accountant and Shri Sukhjinder Singh, Accounts Clerk, 

on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri Gurmeet Singh, Accountant, is present along with Shri Sukhjinder Singh, Accounts Clerk, who states that the information relating to the payment of Dearness Allowance has been supplied to the appellant along with cheque amounting to Rs.9372/- (Rupees Nine thousand, three hundred and seventy-two only) which has been received by Shri Inder Pal Singh, who also confirms in the Court.

2.

The complainant states  that  the information relating to the 
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Contributory Provident Fund (CPF) has not been supplied to him, and the directions be given to the Executive Officer, Panchayat Samiti, Dhariwal to supply the same.  The respondents, Shri Gurmeet Singh and Shri Sukhjinder Singh state that the requisite information with regard to the CPF will be supplied to the appellant within a week.  However, Shri Gurmeet Singh, Accountant feels sorry if any words spoken by him have hurt Shri Inder Pal Singh and tenders apology.

3.

Case is fixed for further hearing on 25.02.2010 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:16-02-2010


            State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Tarsem Singh,

VPO: Shambhu Kalan,

Distt. Patiala.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o President, Shambhu Kalan Cooperative

Agricultural Service Society Ltd., Rajpura,

Distt. Patiala.








 Respondent

CC No. 4023 /2009

Present:
Shri Tarsem Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Taranjeet Singh Walia, ARCS, Rajpura, Shri Kamaljeet 


Singh, Inspector, Cooperative, Shambhu Kalan and Shri 



Baldev Singh, Secretary, CASS, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

On the perusal of application of Shri Tarsem Singh, complainant, it is directed that the information relating to para No. 1, 2 and 4 be supplied and the information relating to para no.3, he may approach Bhai Ghanahya Trust, which is separate body.

3.

The respondent states that the information will be supplied within a week and the case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 25.02.2010 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: 16-02-2010


          State Information Commissioner

 
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Tarsem Singh,

VPO: Shambhu Kalan,

Distt. Patiala.







      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Rajpura, Distt. Patiala.






 Respondent

CC No. 4032 /2009

Present:
Shri Tarsem Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Taranjeet Singh Walia, ARCS, Rajpura, Shri Kamaljeet 


Singh, Inspector, Cooperative, Shambhu Kalan and Shri 



Baldev Singh, Secretary, CASS, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The respondent states that the requisite information will be supplied to the complainant within a week and pleads that the case may be adjourned to some other date.

3.

The case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing/confirmation of orders on 25.02.2010 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:16-02-2010


    
   State Information Commissioner

