      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Baldev Singh Kore,

BDPO(Retd),

House No. 1945/7, Opposite Civil Hospital,

Ropar.







      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Ropar.







 Respondent

CC No. 962 /2010

Present:
Shri Baldev Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Satnam Singh, Sarpanch, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The copy of requisite resolution, as per the orders of the commission dated 26.10.2010, has been sent by the respondent to the complainant which has been received by the complainant, who confirms in  the court today.

3.

As regards the nishan-dehi of the agricultural land, the same has been carried out by the Department of Revenue for which the applicant is directed to file a new application with the Revenue authorities concerned for getting the copy of nishan-dehi of agricultural land of village Manak Majra.

4.

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

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





                  Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:16-11-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Deepak Mudgil,

R/O Military Station Road, Opp.Chankaya

School, Fazilka- 152123,

Distt. Ferozepur.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Council, Fazilka,

Distt. Ferozepur.







 Respondent

CC No. 3884 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.

Shri Tilak Raj Verma, Executive Officer, M.C. Jalalabad, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant.

2.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri Tilak Raj Verma, the then Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Fazilka, now E.O. M.C. Jalalabad has made his written submission. The complainant has also written one more letter dated 01.11.2010 in which he has demanded some more information. The then E.O., Shri Tilak Raj Verma, pleads that the case may be adjourned at least for 15 days and the remaining information will be sent to the complainant after having discussions with the present E.O. of Municipal Council, Fazilka. 
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3.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 07.12.2010 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 and to Shri Tilak Raj Verma, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Jalalabad.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:16-11-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Madan Mohan,

House No. B-II/ 36, Mohalla Sethian, Faridkot.


      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer, Water Supply

and Sanitation, Faridkot.






 Respondent

CC No. 1892 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.

Shri Chander Aggarwal, SDO-cum-APIO, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant.

2.

Shri Chander Aggarwal,  SDO-cum-APIO states that Shri Yadvinder Singh Dhillon, Executive Engineer is busy in the meeting with the jail authorities which is to be presided over by the Secretary to Govt. Punjab, Department of Jails. He pleads that the case may be adjourned for 15 days.  He further states that, as per the directions given by the commission on the last date of hearing on 05-10-2010, the complainant has not given in writing for a specific information relating to specific work and specific period.

3.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 07.12.2010 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:16-11-2010


         State Information Commissioner



    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Madan Mohan,

House No. B-II/ 36, Mohalla Sethian,

Faridkot.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer, Water Supply

and Sanitation, Faridkot.






 Respondent

CC No. 1893 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.

Shri Chander Aggarwal, SDO-cum-APIO, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant.

2.

Shri Chander Aggarwal, on behalf of respondent states that as per the directions given by the commission on 05.10.2010, the complainant has not submitted in writing any thing about the specific information relating to specific period and for specific work.

3.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 07.12.2010 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:16-11-2010


         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Madan Mohan,

House No. B-II/ 36, Mohalla Sethian,

Faridkot.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer, Water Supply

and Sanitation, Faridkot.






 Respondent

CC No. 1896 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.

Shri Chander Aggarwal, SDO-cum-APIO, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant.

2.

The Respondent states that the information has already been sent to the complainant vide letter No. 181, dated 26.02.2010. However, neither the complainant nor the respondent brought this fact to the notice of commission on the last date of hearing.

3.

Since the information stands supplied already, the case is closed and disposed of. 
 4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:16-11-2010


         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Madan Mohan,

House No. B-II/ 36, Mohalla Sethian,

Faridkot.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer, Water Supply

and Sanitation, Faridkot.






 Respondent

CC No. 1897 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.

Shri Chander Aggarwal, SDO-cum-APIO, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER
1.

None is present on behalf of complainant.

2.

The Respondent states that the information has already been sent to the complainant vide letter No. 183, dated 26.02.2010. However, neither the complainant nor the respondent brought this fact to the notice of commission on the last date of hearing.

3.

Since the information stands supplied already, the case is closed and disposed of. 
 4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:16-11-2010


         State Information Commissioner
 
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurnaib Singh Brar s/o Sh.Atma Singh,

House No. 20, Gali No. 2, 

New Harinder Nagar, Faridkot.





      Appellant




  


Vs

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

          Ferozepur.

    (ii) Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab,

         17 Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC No. 792 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.

Ms. Harvinder Kaur, Superintendent and Shri Inderjit Singh, Junior Assistant, office of RCS, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Ms. Harvinder Kaur, Superintendent on behalf of respondent states that the orders of the commission dated 02.11.2010 have been complied with and the compensation amounting to Rs. 2,000/- (Rupees Two thousand only) has been paid through bank draft which has been sent to the complainant on 12.11.2010 through registered post with a copy to the commission.

2.

Since the orders of the commission stand complied with, the case is closed and disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab, 17 Bays building, Sector 17, Chandigarh. 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:16-11-2010


         State Information Commissioner


 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate,

House No. 539/112/3, Street No. 1-E, 

New Vishnu Puri, New Shiv Puri Road,

PO> Basti Jodhewal, Ludhiana.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Department of Local Govt. Mini Sectt,

Sector-9, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No. 1258 /2009

Present:
Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira, on behalf of complainant.



Shri Jagdish Chander, Superintendent,  Shri Paramjeet Singh, 


Superintendent and Shri Manjeet Singh, Sr.Asstt. on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

The respondent states that Ms. Meenaxi Bagga, the then Deputy Secretary-cum-PIO is admitted in the hospital and is unable to submit her submissions. He pleads that the case may be adjourned. 

3.

As the case relates to the office of Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab, Department of Local Government, the PIO/APIO of office of Director, Local Government need not to attend the proceedings on the next date of hearing.
4.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further 
Contd……p/2

CC No. 1258 /2009



-2-
hearing on 07.12.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to PIO o/o Director Local Govt. Juneja Building, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:16-11-2010


         State Information Commissioner

CC: 

PIO office of Principal Secy,. Local Govt. Mini Sectt. Punjab,


      
 Sector-9, Chandigarh for necessary action. 


  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

c/o Vigilant Citizens Forum, Gill Road Chapter,

3444, Chet Singh Nagar, Ludhiana-141003.


      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 2731 /2010

Present:
Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira, complainant, in person.

Shri R.P.Gupta, deemed PIO,  Shri Hakam Singh, APIO and Shri 
Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri R.P.Gupta, SDO-cum-deemed PIO and Shri Hakam Singh, SDO (Projects)-cum-APIO submit their written submissions which are taken on case file.  PIO is directed to send one copy of the written submissions of Shri R.P.Gupta and Shri Hakam Singh, to the complainant.

2.

The complainant is directed to submit his response/ observations, if any, by 15th of December, 2010 to the respondent with a copy to the commission.

3.

The case is fixed for final orders on 21-12-2010 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:16-11-2010


         State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Ms. Kiran Bala d/o Sh. Kundan Lal,

Village: Dallewal, PO: Goraya,

Distt. Jalandhar.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary, Punjab Subordinate Services

Selection Board, SCO No. 156-160,

Sctor 8C, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No. 2839 /2010

Present:
Ms. Kiran Bala, complainant in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of respondent.

2.

The complainant states that as per the orders of the commission dated 21.10.2010 she has not received any information from the respondent. 

 3.            I, therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIO (Mrs. Kaushalya Devi, Superintendent )  to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon her under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for delay in supplying the information. She 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 her on account of delay in the supply of information.  The respondent is directed to file her written submission showing cause as afore-mentioned 
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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  07.12.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 


5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:16-11-2010


         State Information Commissioner

6.

After the hearing is over, two letters dated 15.11.2010 are received in the commission office vide diary No. 21097 and 21098 in which the Superintendent-cum-PIO has stated as under :-



“ fJ; ;pzX ftu nkg ih B{z ;{fus ehsk iKdk j? fe ft;/ nXhB e/; dh ;[DtkJh ;pzXh fwsh 16F11F2010 B{Z nXhB ;//tktK u'D p'ov d/ eowukoh $ ghHnkJhHUH B{z p[bkfJnk frnk j?, go p'ov tb'A t?NoBoh fJB;g?eNoK ns/ ;eZso/s$ nkpekoh s/ eo ftGkr d/ eboeK dh Gosh gqfefonk ub ojh j?. fwsh 16, 18, 19-11-2010 B{z fe;kB GtB ;?eNo 35 fty/ e"A;fbzr j' ojh j?. p'ov dk ;kok ;Nkc fJ; e"A;fbzr ftu bkfJnk frnk j?. fJ; eoe/ fwsh 16-11-2010 B{z ;[DtkJh bJh br/ e/; dh nrbh fwsh ftu tkXk ehsk ikJ/.
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7.

p/Bsh j? fe nukBe g?o ;fbZg j'D eoe/ w/o/ g?o ftu w'u nk rJh j? . fi; eoe/ w?B{z s[oB fcoB $ g"VhnK uVB ftu sebhc j? ns/ w?A fwsh 16-11-2010 B{z nkg ih dh e'oN nNA?v BjhA eo ;edh. w?A nkg ih dh nfs XzBtkdh j'tKrh i/eo T[es e/;K ftu Btzpo d/ wjhB/ e'Jh j'o sohe fB;fus ehsh ikt/.








;jh$F ;[govzNFewFghHnkJhHUH



 The case has already been fixed for hearing on 07-12-2010. The PIO is directed to supply the requisite information to the complainant and submit her written explanation on the next date of hearing. 









     Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:16-11-2010


         State Information Commissioner



 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Avtar Singh Advocate,

Chamber No. 18-A, Distt. Courts,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary, Punjab Subordinate Services

Selection Board, SCO No. 156-160,

Sector 8C, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No. 2838 /2010

Present:
None is present from complainant as well as respondent side.

ORDER

1.

The PIO, vide memo No. 2/38/2010/C.A.4/2683, dated 03-11-2010 has informed the commission, that  as per the orders of the commission dated 21-10-2010,  the information, relating to the recruitment of clerks running into  73 pages of award sheets, has been supplied to the complainant with a copy to the commission.

2.

Since the requisite information has been supplied and nothing has been heard from the complainant and he might be satisfied with the information supplied to him, the case is closed and disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:16-11-2010


         State Information Commissioner
     

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jalour Singh,

7-D, Mal Singh Niwas, 

 Dasmesh Nagar, Amritsar Road,

Moga. 







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary, Punjab Subordinate Services

Selection Board, SCO No. 156-160,

Sector 8C, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No. 2696 /2010

Present:
None is present from complainant as well as respondent side.

ORDER

1.

None is present from complainant as well as respondent side.

2.

The Superintendent-cum-PIO has informed the commission vide memo No. 1/50/10-1A(SSSB)/2672, dated 03-11-2010 that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant running into 5 pages with a copy to the commission. 

3.

Since the requisite information has been supplied and nothing is heard from the complainant side, and he might be satisfied with the information supplied to him, the case is, therefore, closed and disposed of.  

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:16-11-2010


         State Information Commissioner

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Mrs. Nirmaljeet Kaur w/o Sh. Surjit Singh,

41-C, Sandhu Colony. G.T.Road,

Chhehrta, Distt. Amritsar.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director & Warden of Fisheries,

Punjab, SCO No. 1040-41, Sector 22B,

Chandigarh.








 Respondent

CC No. 2699 /2010

Present:
Mrs. Nirmaljeet Kaur, complainant, in person.



Shri Sant Ram, Clerk,  on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, respondent states that the information has been sent to the complainant on 03.04.2010 through registered post.  The complainant has received the same.  She is directed to give her response/ observations, if any, within 15 days i.e. by 30-11-2010 to the respondent with a copy to the commission.

3.

The respondent is directed to attend to the observations to be submitted by the complainant further within a period of 10 days. Respondent is also directed to bring the original file relating to the pension case of Shri Surjit Singh, Assistant Director, Fisheries (retired) along with the file relating to the 
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correspondence made with the office of Accountant General, Punjab and the office and also correspondence made with the office of Deputy Director, Fisheries, Gurdaspur. The PIO is directed to attend the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 21-12-2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
5

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:16-11-2010


         State Information Commissioner



   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Hans Raj s/o Sh. Parmatma Dass,

Village: Jag, Tehsil Payal,

Distt. Ludhiana.







     Appellant




  


Vs

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

Societies, Payal, Distt. Ludhiana.

(ii) First Appellate Authority,

Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

AC No. 837 /2010

Present:
Shri Hans Raj, appellant, in person.



Shri Inderpal Singh, Liquidator, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri Hans Raj, attended the office of Cooperative Agricultural Service Society, Jarg on 08.11.2010 at 11.00 AM and inspected the record.  After inspection, the documents, as identified by the complainant, have been supplied to him.

3.

The complainant states that the Rokar–Bahi (cash book-chaloo) starting from 14.05.1994 to 10.05.1995 which has been handed over to Shri Gurmail Singh has not been shown to him during inspection.  Shri Inderpal Singh, liquidator of the Society states that the cash book (chaloo) (rokar bahi) from 14.05.1994 to 06.02.2010 – pages 1-20, 21 to 50, has been received by him 
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from Shri Gurmail Singh on 17.06.2010. The respondent states that the chaloo cash book is available in his office, the complainant can inspect the same at any time.

4.

The respondent further states that the similar case was filed earlier bearing no. CC-2613/2009 which was decided by Shri R.K.Gupta, the then State Information commissioner, in which he has sent the notice to the District Food and Supplies Controller, Ludhiana and District Manager, PUNSUP, Ludhiana to inspect the position in regard to the supply of kerosene oil and wheat to the Jarg Cooperative Society when its office is locked. 

5.

On the perusal of the record put up by the respondent and the complainant, it reveals that the Jarg Society has been closed on 08.08.1996 but as per memo No. 42, dated 25.04.2006, 2.45 quintals wheat for 7 BPL card holders and 8.40 quintal under 24 Untodaya scheme was allotted to the Society.  The information relating to this fact can be had from the Department of Food and Supplies. 

6.

The papers taken from the complainant as well as the respondent, it reveals that the wheat was transferred to the Jarg Cooperative Agricultural Service Society- SR-159 Jarg, for the disbursement among the BPL and Untodaya beneficiaries.  Monthly statement starting from 25.04.2006 to 
Contd..p/3

AC- 837/2010



-3-

05.03.2007 is available which has been placed in the case file. One copy of this list be sent to the Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Ludhiana, for perusal and to supply the information as to how the wheat has been received and who has distributed the same to the beneficiaries. Shri Inderpal Singh, Liquidator of the Jarg Society, will bring the cash book, chaloo (rokar bahi ) for the inspection of the Court on the next date of hearing.

7.

The case was last heard on 13.01.2010, but due to superannuation of Shri R.K.Gupta, case was transferred to this bench and the file bearing case No. CC-2613/2009  be attached with the present case.

8

The complainant has filed the representation for the information on 

24.04.2010 and the same has not been supplied till date.    I, therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIO ( Shri Gurdit Singh, Assistant Registrar, Cooperativie Societies, Payal and Shri Gurcharan Singh, First Appellate Authority-cum- Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Ludhiana )  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. 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 
Contd..p/4
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submissions showing cause as afore-mentioned within 15 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party.

9.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 07.12.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
10.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:16-11-2010


         State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Village: Samao, Tehsil & Distt. Mansa.



      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Bhikhi, distt. Mansa.







 Respondent
CC No.2842  /2010

Present:
Shri Kewal Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Darshan Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The respondent states that the information running into 503 pages has been supplied to the complainant as per his demand. Shri Parvesh Goel, BDPO, Bhikhi met me in the chamber on last day and submitted that the information has been supplied to the complainant.  The complainant states that he has received the information but the information relating to the land encroached upon by the villagers has not been supplied to him. 

3.

A case, titled as Apar Singh Vs Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, has been disposed of by this Bench in which the list of total land encroached upon in all the 20 districts of Punjab State, has been supplied. However, Shri Darshan Singh, Superintendent, office of BDPO, Bhikhi states that 
no such information has been supplied relating to agricultural and shamlat land encroached upon by the villagers in village Samao.  BDPO, Bhikhi  will make it
Contd.p/2
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 clear on the next date of hearing whether the information with regard to encroachment of agricultural and shamlat land has been supplied or not in Apar Singh Vs. DRDP case and why the information has not been supplied to the complainant in the instant case. 

4. The information has been supplied late by more than six months, the BDPO, Bhikhi will submit his written submission as to why penalty be not imposed upon him @ Rs. 250/- per day for not supplying the information in stipulated period of 30 days. 

 5.            I, therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIO ( Shri Parvesh Goel, BDPO)  to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for delay in supplying the 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 affidavit showing cause as afore-mentioned within 15 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party.

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 07-12-2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:16-11-2010


         State Information Commissioner

