STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Lachhmi Bai,

W/o Shri Satnam Dass,

Village: Diwan Khera, 

Tehsil: Abohar, District: Ferozepur.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Horticulture, Punjab,

Chandigarh.








 Respondent

CC - 592/2010

Present:
Smt. Maninder Kaur, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Gulab Singh, Assistant Director Horticulture-cum-PIO, Shri Resham Singh, Deputy Director and Shri Narinder Pal Singh, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Smt. Lachhmi Bai, Complainant, filed an application with the Director Horticulture, Punjab, Chandigarh on 20.10.2009 for seeking certain  information on 12 points. The State Public Information Officer of the office of Director Horticulture, Punjab, Chandigarh asked Deputy Director Horticulture Abohar vide Memo. No. 13965/p-1(2), dated 01.12.2009 to supply information relating to  Points No. 1, 2, 3, 4, 7, 10 and 11 direct to the Complainant within 7 days. The Deputy Director  Horticulture Abohar supplied information to the Complainant vide letter No. 1886, dated 07.12.2009 with a copy to the Director Horticulture, Punjab, Chandigarh. Not satisfied with the information supplied to her,  the Complainant filed a complaint with the
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 Commission on 18.01.2010, which was received in the Commission on 15.02.2010 against Diary No. 2279.    Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
2.

After detailed deliberations, the remaining information relating to points 1, 2 and 8 is supplied to the Ld. Counsel for the Complainant today in the court.   Ld. Counsel for the Complainant states that she is satisfied with the information supplied to the Complainant provided the Respondent gives a statement relating to Point No. 10 whether the Roster has been implemented since 1980 or from some other date. The Respondent states that the Roster has been maintained in the Department since 1980 but it has not been checked by Director Social Welfare Department(Reservation Cell) as yet. 
3.

Accordingly, it is directed that the Roster maintained in the Department  be got checked from the Director Social Welfare Department(Reservation Cell) at the earliest and a copy of the checked Roster be sent to the Complainant in  due course. 
4.

Since the requisite 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: 18. 03. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate,

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

New Vishnu Puri, New Shiv Puri Road,

P.O. Basti Jodhewal, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

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

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building,

Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC -  1258/2010

Present:
Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira, on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri  Jagdish Singh Johal, Senior Assistant of the office of Principal Secretary Local Government, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been sent to the Complainant vide letter No. 1/44/09-2;;1/957, dated 24.02.2010 with a copy to the Commission.  Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira, appearing for the Complainant, states that the information has been received by the Complainant. 
3.

Regarding Action Taken Report, which has been  demanded by the Complainant,  the Respondent states that Inquiry Officer has been appointed by the Government, who will decide the case after hearing all the parties and examining  the chargesheets.

4.

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira, appearing on behalf of the
Contd…..p/2

CC -  1258/2010



-2-
 Complainant, submits  that since  the information has been supplied after one year, action may be taken against the PIO(s) and the Complainant  may be given compensation under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. 

5.

Accordingly, the Respondent is directed to supply a list of PIO(s), on the next date of hearing, who remained posted  in the Department with effect from 25.03.2009 so that responsibility for the delay could be fixed. However, I am satisfied with the submission made by Smt. Kavita Mohan Singh Chauhan, IAS, Additional Secretary Local Government on 17.02.2010. 
6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 30.03.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 18. 03. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parbodh Chander Bali,

121-A, Krishna Square-II,

Batala Road, Amritsar – 143001,





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Financial Commissioner,

Animal Husbandry, Fisheries & Dairy Development,

Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC - 175/2010

Present:
Shri Parbodh Chander Bali, Appellant, in person.
Dr. K. P. S. Pasricha, APIO, Smt. Kamlesh Rani, Superintendent, office of Financial Commissioner Animal Husbandry and  Shri Baldev Raj Batra, Superintendent, office of Director Animal Husbandry, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

After detailed deliberations held today in the Court, the Appellant is directed to visit the office of Director Animal Husbandry just now to inspect the record and identify the documents required by him.
2.

After visiting the office of Director, Animal Husbandry, Punjab, the Appellant states that the requisite information, identified by him after the inspection of the record, has been supplied to him and he is fully satisfied. He requests that the case may be closed. 

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: 18. 03. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Baldev Singh, 

H.No. 02-A, Income Tax Colony,

Chotti Baradari, Patiala.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Director,

Panchayati Raj, Zila Parishad, Patiala.




 Respondent
AC - 81/2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 
Shri Roop Singh, BDPO Amloh and Shri Gobinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Roop Singh, BDPO, Amloh states that the requisite information, running into 46 sheets,  has been sent to the Appellant on 27.02.2010. He further states that since the Appellant is not present for the second consecutive hearing, he might have received the information. 
2.

The Appellant is not present for the second consecutive hearing and nothing has been heard from him, which shows that he has received the information and is satisfied. 
3.

Therefore,   the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 18. 03. 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, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC - 2500/2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. 
ORDER

1.

Additional Deputy Commissioner(Development) Ludhiana, vide letter No. nil, dated nil, has informed the Commission that the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court has stayed the operation of the order of the Commission dated 05.05.2009. He has assured that a copy of the stay orders issued by the Hon’ble Court, as and when received, will be supplied to the Commission. 
2..

In view of the above-noted facts, the case is adjourned sine-die.   
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 18. 03. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Yogendra Kumar Kalia, Advocate,

House No. 76, Sector-8, Part-1,

Urban Estate, karnal- 132001.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 2517 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Pritam Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO, on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri Yogendra Kumar Kalia, the complainant, might have visited the office of PIO. The respondent places on record a letter dated 12.03.2010 from the complainant. He further states that most of the record/ information has been supplied to the complainant and pleads that the case may be closed.

2.

Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:18-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurnam Singh s/o sh.Kirpal Singh,

Village: Lambe, Tehsil & Distt. Mohali.



      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Deptt. of Housing, Mini Sectt. Sector-9,

Chandigarh.







 Respondent

CC No.671  /2010

Present:
Shri Gurnam Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Sucha Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Darshan 

Lal Bajaj, Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Gurnam singh, filed an application with the PIO of office of Additional Secretary to Govt. Punjab, Department of Housing on 29.09.2009  and he sent a reminder on 16.11.2009. After getting no information, he filed a complaint with the commission on 16.02.2010 which was received in commission office on the same day against diary No. 2377.  Accordingly, the notice of hearing was sent to both the parties for today.

2.

The respondent states that on the perusal of the case file of the Department, it has come to the notice that no orders have been passed by the then Additional Secretary, Housing (Shri D.S.Saroya) on 11.11.2008. Accordingly, the information is supplied to the complainant in the court today   which he has received in my presence and has put in signatures on the office copy of the letter.

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:18-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurdev Singh Advocate,

Chamber No. 57, Punjab and Haryana

High Court, Chandigarh.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secreary to Govt. Punjab,

Department of Cooperation, Mini Sectt.

Sector-9, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No. 608 /2010

Present:
Shri Gurdev Singh, complainant, in person.



Shir Hans Raj, Senior Assistant, office of Secretary, 



Cooperation and Shri Inderpal Singh, Junior Assistant, office 


of RCS, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The respondent states that the requisite information is ready with him to be spplied to the complainant.  One copy of the information is supplied to the complainant in the court today.

2.

Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:18-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shrimati Veena Garg,

House No. 2052, Verka Enclave,

Sector 49C, Chandigarh.



      


Appellant




  


Vs

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

Mohali.








Respondent.

AC No. 45/2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri Amrik Singh,Clerk, office of Assistant Registrar, 



Coperative Societies,  Mohali, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Case was last heard on 02.03.2010 when the directions were given to the PIO of office of Assistant Registrar to supply the information relating to para No. 3. The respondent states that as per the directions given, the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant, who has received the information and has signed on the Peon Book on 15.03.2010.  The respondent places on record a photocopy of the information supplied to the appellant.

2.

On the perusal of the information, it brings out that the requisite information has been supplied as per para 3 of the application.  The case is, accordingly, disposed of.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:18-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ashwani Kumar,

House No. B-II-657, Gandhi Nagar,

Jalandhar- 144008.






      Appellant




  


Vs

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

Juneja Building, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC No. 785 /2009

Present:
Shri Ashwani Kumar, appellant, in person.



Shri Ashwani Kumar, Senior Assistant, on  behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The appellant states that he is not satisfied with the information supplied to him today. Shri Ashwani Kumar, on behalf of respondent, states that the information relating to LG-I Branch with regard to Assistant Commissioner, Secretary, Legal Assistant and Superintendent,  has been supplied.  On the last date of hearing the application of the appellant was discussed in detail and directions were given that information relating to part –III (I) and (2) and the information relating to part-IV sub para (1)(2) and (3) has not been supplied as per the demand of the appellant.

3.

The respondent states that the information relating to Inspectors in part III has not been supplied as it relates to office of Director Local Govt. It is directed that the Municipal Service Cell will supply the requisite information relating to the demand of the appellant. Respondent further states that the 
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information as per part-IV relating to 1 and 3 is to be supplied by the Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar and he may get the information from there.  The appellant states that he will file a new application with the PIO of office of Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar to get the information relating to Part-IV, para 1 and 3. Regarding representations dated 19.01.2009 and 21.04.2009, the PIO of office of Director Local Govt. will supply the latest report. It is directed that the PIO of office of Director,  Local Government will get the required information from the Services Cell and supply the same to the appellant.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 06.04.2010 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:18-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajinder Singh

c/o Pritam Pal Sharma,

284, Gali No. 8, Hussainpura (East),

Amritsar.







      
Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Director, Distt. Bureau of

Rozgar Generation & Training, Amritsar.




 Respondent

AC No. 172 /2010

Present:
Shri Rajinder Singh, appellant, in person.



Shri Nirmal Singh, Junior Assistant, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The information relating to para No. 1 and 3 has already been supplied in another case.  However, information relating to para 2 is ready with the respondent and the photocopies of x-64 register have been  supplied duly attested.

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:18-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jarnail Singh s/o Sh. Kartar Singh,

Resident of Kot Bhaovan wala Saleena,

Tehsil & Distt. Moga.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary, The Moga –II B/R Cooperative

House Building Society, Moga.





 Respondent

CC No. 641 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complaianant.



Shri Jagtar Singh, Secretary, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

A written message has been received from Shri Rajesh Bhatheja, Advocate, on behalf of complainant, that the case may be adjourned as he is busy in other case in the Court.  The respondent places on record a letter, in which it is stated that the Housefed has filed two writ petitions No. CWP-3917 of 2007 and CWP 16611 of 2009 in the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana which have been admitted.  The respondent pleads that the case may be adjourned till the decision of the High Court is received with regard to the point whether the Housefed is covered under RTI Act, 2005 or not. 

2.

Secretary of Society is directed to submit a copy of the decision received from the High Court to the Commission.

3.

Since the matter is sub judice, the case is adjourned Sine Die.   
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:18-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Prof. Hakam Singh Brar (Retd.),

House No. 2-G, B.R.S.Nagar,

Ludhiana-141012.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Manager,  The Muktsar Primary Cooperative

Agricultural Development Bank Ltd., Muktsar.



 Respondent

CC No.623  /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Bhawesh Kumar, APIO, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The respondent places on record a letter dated 16.12.2009 addressed to Prof. Hakam Singh Brar (retired), complainant, in which it is mentioned that :-



“ feT[Afe dh w[es;o gqkfJwoh ;fjekoh y/shpkVh ftek; p?Ae fbwH w[es;o fJe 

e'nkgo/fNt ;';kfJNh j? i' fe gzikp e'nkgo/fNt ;';kfJNhi n?eN 1961 d/ 


nXhB ofi;Nov j?. fJj okJhN N{ fJBcow/;B n?eN 2005 dh Xkok 2( n?u) 


d/ nXhB ( Public Authority)  BjhA j?.

2.

 Some more cases have also been adjourned sine die as the question whether the Cooperative Banks come within the perview of RTI Act or not.  Some writ petitions have also been filed in the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana in this behalf.  Till the final decision of the High Court comes in the matter, the case is adjourned sine die. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:18-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Mander Singh s/o Sh.Jagir Singh,

Village: Swatch Kamaloo, 

Tehsil: Talwandi Sabo, Distt. Bathinda.



      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Talwandi Sabo, distt. Bathinda.





 Respondent

CC No. 639 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Santosh Kumar, Assistant Registrar-cum-APIO and Shri 


Samarjeet Singh, Secreary, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Assistant Registrar, on behalf of respondent states that the information has been supplied to the complainant and the same has been received by the complainant on 18.02.2010 and the complainant has signed on the letter in lieu of receipt of information. A copy of the letter on which he has received  the information  is placed in the record file.

2.

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

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:18-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner

