STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Paramjeet Singh,

S/o Shri Ajaib Singh,

Village: Dhadewari,

P.O. & Tehsil: Malerkotla,

District: Sangrur.







Complainant







Vs

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

Malerkotla Block – 2, Malerkotla,

District: Sangrur.







 Respondent

CC - 116/2010
Present:
Shri Paramjeet Singh,  Complainant, in person.
Shri Balbir Singh, SEPO and Shri Jagmohan Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The Respondent hands over requisite information to the Complainant in the court today in my presence and the Complainant states that he is satisfied with the information and submits that the case may be closed. 
2.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 25. 02. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raj Kumar Khosla,

S/o Shri Bal Krishan Khosla,

H.No. 2430, Sector: 37-C, Chandigarh.




Appellant







Vs

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




 Respondent

AC - 16 /2010
Present:
Shri  Raj Kumar Khosla, Appellant, in person.

Shri Pritam Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO, office of Improvement Trust, Jalandhar, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent hands over requisite information to the Appellant  in the court today in my presence and the Appellant  states that he is satisfied with the information and submits that the case may be closed. 

2.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 25. 02. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
                  


  


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjeet Singh, Member Panchayat,

S/o Shri Bhinder Singh, 

VPO: Lubana Teku, Tehsil: Nabha,

District: Patiala.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Branch Manager,

The Patiala Central Cooperative Bank Ltd.,

Agoul, Tehsil: Nabha, District: Patiala.




 Respondent

CC -  77 & 80 /2010
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Atma Singh, Peon, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In CC-77/2010 and CC-80/2010 the same information has been asked by the Complainant. Therefore, both the cases are clubbed. 
2.

The Respondent submits a letter dated 23.02.2010 from the Manager of  the Patiala Central Co-operative Bank Ltd., Agoul vide which he has sent a copy of a letter from the Managing Director of National Federation of State Cooperative Banks Ltd. in which the Managing Director has clarified that Reserve Bank of India, Press Relations Division, Central Office Mumbai confirmed that cooperative banks are not covered under the Right to Information Act. However, the Manager of the Patiala Central Co-operative Bank Ltd. Agoul has also sent a 
Contd……p/2

CC -  77 & 80 /2010



-2-
copy of the information, demanded by the Complainant. In the information it has been clarified that the amount debited in the account of the Complainant  is the interest on the loan of Rs. 25,000/- given to him by the Bank. 
3.

The Complainant is not present. Therefore, it is directed that the requisite information be sent to the Complainant by registered post at the address given in his application. 

4.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 25. 02. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Sunita Nayyar,

41,   Bank Colony, Jamalpur,

Ludhiana.








Complainant







Vs

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

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

CC - 139 /2010
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 
Shri  Dharam Adesh, A.R.C.S. Ludhiana and Shri Inderjit Singh, Junior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant and due receipt has been taken from her. He submits one copy of the information alongwith 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: 25. 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 Rajnder Singh, Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent hands over requisite information to the Complainant in the court today in my presence and the Complainant  states that he is satisfied with the information and submits that the case may be closed. 

2.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 25. 02. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ram Sarup, Senior Assistant(Retd.),

Village: Badshahpur,

Tehsil: Dhuri, District: Sangrur. 





Complainant







Vs

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

Sherpur, District: Sangrur. 






 Respondent

CC - 111 /2010
Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.


Shri Gurnet Singh, BDPO, Sherpur, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to  the Complainant. He submits one copy of the forwarding letter vide which the information has been sent to the Complainant, which is taken on record. The Respondent also submits photo copy of a letter dated 22.02.2010 from the Complainant addressed to the PIO, in which he has stated that he has received the requisite information and is satisfied. The Respondent submits that since the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant, the case may be closed. 
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: 25. 02. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Baljit Singh, Panch,

Gram Panchayat: Taranjikhera,

Block & Tehsil: Sunam, District: Sangrur.



Complainant







Vs

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

Sunam, District: Sangrur. 






 Respondent

CC - 114 /2010
Present:
Shri Baljit Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Parminder Singh, Superintendent and Shri Bikarjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that Shri Baljit Singh, Complainant, was asked to deposit Rs. 16/- as documents charges vide letter dated 13.10.2009 and a reminder was issued on 25.11.2009. The Complainant states that he has not received any such  letter from the PIO. 
2.

 The Respondent further states that the  information running into one sheet was sent to the Complainant  which was received by him on 29.12.2009  and assures the Commission  that copies of cash books and other detail, asked for by the Complainant, will be supplied to him in due course and submits that the case may be closed. 
Contd…..p/2
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3.

Accordingly, it is directed that the complete information be sent to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 

4.

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

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 25. 02. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harpreet Singh,

S/o Shri Balwinder Singh,

Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,
Near Parveen Nursing Home,

Amritsar By Pass, Tarn-Taran.





Complainant







Vs

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

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector:62, Mohali.



 Respondent
CC - 144/2010
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Lachhman Dass, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Lachhman Dass, Senior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the PIO, states that the  requisite information was sent to the Complainant vide letter No. 3/40/2009/nkoHNhHnkJhH$JhHNhHNhH-2$31063, dated 22.12.2009 by registered post and one copy of the information was again sent to him by registered post on 08.02.2010.
2.

The Complainant is not present. Therefore, one more opportunity is given to him to pursue his case and 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: 17-C, Chandigarh.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 25. 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 Shri Udham Singh,

Village: Dehriwal Kirn, 

P.O. Bishankot, Tehsil & District: Gurdaspur.



Appellant







Vs

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

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector:62, Mohali.



 Respondent
AC - 832 /2009

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

1.

A  letter  dated 25.02.2010  has been received through fax from Shri Inder Pal Singh, Appellant vide which he has intimated that no information has been supplied to him till date as per the directions of the Commission given on 16.02.2010.
2.

A letter has also been received from Executive Officer, Panchayat Samiti, Dhariwal, through fax, enclosing the requisite information,  and one copy has been delivered personally in the Commission, vide which it has been intimated  that  the requisite information has been supplied to the Appellant vide letter No. 19, dated 24.02.2010.
Contd…….p/2
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3.

Shri Inder Pal Singh, Appellant, has been contacted on telephone  by the undersigned and he has been informed that the complete information has been sent to him by post on 24.02.2010.  In turn, the Appellant submits that the case may be closed. 
4.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 25. 02. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)










REGISTERED

Shri Kanwar Dalip Singh Baweja,

House No. C – 2315,  Ranjit Avenue, Amritsar.



Complainant







Vs

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





 Respondent

CC -  70 /2010
Present:
Shri Kanwar Dalip Singh Baweja, Complainant, in person.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application on 05.11.2009 with the Chairman, Improvement Trust, Amritsar for seeking certain information on 7 points. On getting no information, he sent a reminder on 27.11.2009. On getting no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 04.01.2010, which was received in the Commission on 04.01.2010 against Diary No. 73. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
2.

The Complainant submits a copy of letter No. J/HnkJhHNhH$fvLezNL(nkoHNhHnkJhH)$9860 dated 28.12.2009
 from the PIO addressed to the Complainant, which is taken on record. The Complainant submits that complete information has   not been supplied to him so far. 
3.

Accordingly, it is directed that complete information be supplied to
Contd…..p/2
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 the Complainant  as per his application dated 05.11.2009 within 15 days.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 16. 03. 2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No.84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 25. 02. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jaswinder Singh,

Area Incharge, Kanuni shikanza

Office Dogar Basti, Gali No. 6(Left),

Faridkot.







      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Punjab, Sector 62, Vikas Bhawan, Mohali,

Distt. SAS Nagar.







 Respondent

CC No. 85 /10

Present:
Shri Jaswinder Sifngh, complainant, in person.



Shri Parveen Kumar, Dy.CEO-cum-PIO, Sangrur and Shri 


Harbhagwan, Superintendent-cum-Nodal APIO, Ferozepur and 


Shri Kulbir Singh, Senior Assistant, office of DRDP on behalf 


of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Jaswinder Singh filed an application with the SPIO of office of Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, on 30.09.2009. After getting no response, complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 16.12.2009 which was received in commission office on 08.01.2010 against diary No. 194.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


2.

Shri Kulbir Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondents, states that due to shifting of office of DRDP from Chandigarh to Mohali, the letter of complainant, dated 30.9.2009, has not been received in their office.  However they received a copy of the notice issued by the Commission.  Accordingly, they collected information from the PIOs of Zila Parishads of Ferozepur, Mansa, 











Contd…p/2

CC No.85/2010
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Bathinda, Sangrur and Muktsar.  He further states that information relating to the purchase of material for the store bins in respect of Muktsar has been received and nil report has been received with regard to Mansa, Bathinda, Sangrur and Ferozepur districts.  The requisite information  is handed over to the complainant in the court today in my presence. One copy of the same is placed on the record file.

3.

Since the requisite information, as available on the record of public authority, stands supplied to the complainant, the case is closed and disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

   Dated:25-02-2010


            State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sudesh Kamal Sharma,

House No. 7/165, Near Gurdwara Sahib

Mohalla Dodanwala, Faridkot-151203.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal council, Faridkot.





 Respondent

CC No. 98 /2010

Present:
Shri Sudesh Kamal Sharma, complainant, in person.



Shri Rajiv Kumar, Junior Assistant, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The complainant, Shri Sudesh Kamal Sharma states that he has received the information relating to point No. 2,3,4,5,7,10,11,12,14 and 16  and information relating to points No. 1,6,8,9 and 15 is yet to be supplied. The respondent states that the concerned file, in which the information relating to above- mentioned points is available, is lying with the office of Deputy Commissioner, Faridkot.  Therefore, the remaining information could not be supplied to the complainant.

3.

On the perusal of the file, it reveals that the concerned file was sent to the office of Deputy Commissioner office,  by the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Faridkot vide letter No. 4736 dated 24.12.1996. The respondent further states that the office of D.C. was requested vide letter No. 2714, dated 04.11.2009,  No.26, dated 06.01.2010 and No.334, dated 08.02.2010 and after getting no response from that office, the Municipal Council, Faridkot  passed 










Contd..p/2
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following Resolution No. 3 on 01.06.1997 :-



“ wsk Bzpo-3 ;op;zwsh Bkb gk; j'fJnk. ;oeko dhnK jdkfJsK ns/ fvgNh 


efw;Bo, cohde'N d/ ipkBh$ fbysh j[ewK nB[;ko nbkNw?N ehsh rJh j?. ``


fJ; ;pzXh foekov wkB:'r fvgNh efw;Bo e'b j?. “

4.

Since the information as per the resolution passed by the Municipal Council on the above-mentioned points, has been supplied, therefore, the complainant is directed to file a new application with the District Revenue Officer-cum-PIO of office of Deputy Commissioner, Faridkot, and ask for the information with regard to the points No. 1,6, 8,9 and 15. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and District Revenue Officer-cum-PIO office of Deputy Commissioner, Faridkot.

6.

Since the information as available on the record of public authority stands supplied, the case is closed and disposed of.  

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25-02-2010


         State Information Commissioner





CC:       District Revenue Officer-cum-PIO, office of Deputy 



Commissioner, Faridkot.

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sudagar Singh s/o Sh.Sadhu Singh,

Village: Chunni Khurd, PO: Chunni Kalan,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.





      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Fatehgarh Sahib.







 Respondent

CC No.  53/2010

Present:
Shri Sudagar Singh, complainant, in person.



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


respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Rajwant Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, Block Khera states that the information relating to point No. 1 and 4 has already been supplied to the complainant and the information relating to point No. 2 and 3 is supplied in the court today in my presence.

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:25-02-2010


           State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

House No. 2, Mirpur Colony, Pathankot,

Distt. Gurdaspur.






   
 Appellant




  


Vs

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

Distt. Gurdaspur.







 Respondent
AC No. 21 /2010

Present:
Shri Karamyogi Vijay Mahajan, appellant, in person.



Shri Satish Saini, Assistant Municipal Engineer, on behalf of 


respondent.
ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information stands supplied vide letter No. 73, dated 03.07.2009.  However, the appellant brings to the notice of the Commission that Shri Rahul Sharma, Superintendent-cum-PIO of office of Municipal Council, Pathankot has mis-behaved with him about which he has given in writing on 09.07.2009 . The Commission has taken a very serious view of this incident and directs the Executive Officer, Municipal Committee to take strict action against the PIO by issuing him a warning to be careful and polite while dealing with the public at large and particularly with the persons seeking the information under the Right to Information Act, 2005.

3.

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

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. And E.O. MC, Pathankot.










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

 Dated:25-02-2010


               State Information Commissioner



CC:   Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Pathankot, District: 



Gurdaspur.

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Ajmer Singh s/o Sh. Nachhattar Singh,

VPO: Ramgarh-141123, Distt.Ludhiana.



      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Ludhiana-1, Distt. Ludhiana.





 Respondent

CC No.82 & 121 /2010

Present:
Shri Ajmer Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri N.S. Waish, Advocate along with Shri Pawan Kumar, 


Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The information asked for in CC-82 and CC-121 of 2010 is identical, hence both are clubbed together.

2.

On the perusal of the case file, it reveals that the information, as available with the office of Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Block Khera, has been supplied. However, Ld.Counsel on behalf of Department states that there is no resolution passed by the Gram Panchayat for the construction of drains (Nalis) on both the sides of street of Ramgarh village.  The complaint states that after the grant of stay orders by the Hon’ble High Court, one Shri Bakhshish Singh has starting throwing cow-dung ( Kurha-kabar) in the street.

3.

It is directed that since the High Court has granted stay in the case, the complainant may approach the court of law in this behalf.

4.

Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is disposed of. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

   Dated:25-02-2010


         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 Agriculture

Service Society Ltd., Shambhu Kalan,

Tehsil Rajpura, Distt. Patiala.





 Respondent

CC No. 4023 /2009

Present:
Shri Tarsem Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Kamaljeet Singh, Inspector Cooperative Societies, 



Shambhu Kalan and Shri Baldev Singh, Secretary, CASS, on 


behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

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

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

   Dated:25-02-2010


         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 Agriculture

Service Society Ltd., Shambhu Kalan,

Tehsil Rajpura, Distt. Patiala.





 Respondent

CC No. 4032 /2009

Present:
Shri Tarsem Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Kamaljeet Singh, Inspector Cooperative Societies, 



Shambhu Kalan and Shri Baldev Singh, Secretary, CASS, on 


behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

On the perusal of case file, it reveals that the complainant has asked the record of the land, on which the members have taken loan from the Cooperative Bank. The respondent states that the members, who have taken loan from the Cooperative Society were contacted by them, but they have refused to part with the information relating to them. 

3.

Since the information relates to third party, the procedure has been adopted as per Section 11(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, by the respondents, the case is disposed of.     
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

 Dated:25-02-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

House No. 15, Raj Guru Nagar Extension,

Ludhiana.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Examiner, Local Fund Accounts,

SCO No. 173-74, 2nd & 3rd floor, Sector 17C,

Chandigarh.








 Respondent
CC No. 1399 /2008

Present:
Shri Gurcharan Singh Brar, complainant, in person.



Shri Bhola Ram, Regional Deputy Director (Local  Audit)-cum-


PIO, Jalandhar and Shri Vijay Sharma, Dealing Assistant, on 


behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

The Regional Deputy Director-cum-PIO (Local Audit), Jalandhar, states that the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana has ordered the Department to produce certain documents relating to this case in its order dated 22.02.2010 and further states that the required documents will be submitted in the court on next date of hearing on 05.03.2010. He prays that the case may be adjourned in the interest of justice.  Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 09.03.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.  

2.

The complainant states that three hearings have taken place after the orders dated 29.12.2009, and he may be compensated suitably. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

   Dated:25-02-2010


         State Information Commissioner

 
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ranjiv Goyal, Press Reporter,

Opp.Arya High School, Rampura Phul-151103,

Distt. Bathinda.






           Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala.








 Respondent

AC No. 169 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri Hardidar Singh, Sr.XEN, PSEB, Rampura Phul, on behalf 


of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Hardidar Singh, Senior XEN states that the requisite amount of compensation amounting to Rs.5,000/- (Rupees Five thousand only)  has been paid to the appellant vide receipt dated 15.02.2010.

2.

Since the orders have been complied with, the case is disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

   Dated:25-02-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Dr. Vijay Kumar Kapil s/o Sh.Sardari Lal,

Flat No. 603, Tower No. 13, Royal Estate,

Chandigarh-Ambala Road, Zirakpur,

Distt. SAS Nagar.






      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 105 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



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


respondent.

ORDER

1.

As Dr. Kapil is not present in the court today, he was contacted in the court on Phone No. 96463-04020, who states that he has not received any information as yet.

2.

Shri Jagbir Singh, APIO states that the information has been sent through registered post on 11.12.2009. He states that another copy of information will be sent to the complainant today or tomorrow through post on the address given in his application.  One copy is given to the Commission for record file.

3.

However, the complainant is free to collect the information from the office of Punjab State Information Commission, SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17C, Chandigarh on any working day. On the perusal of the information, I am satisfied, and the case is disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

    Dated:25-02-2010


         State Information Commissioner

 
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Ms. Ashupam Kaur d/o sh. Darshan Singh,

Village: Adampal, Tehsil Malerkotla,

Distt. Sangrur.






      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent
CC No. 3217 /2009

Present:
Shri Bikkar Singh, on behalf of complainant.



Shri Tejinder Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO(D), Shri Harish 


Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO and Shri Harmeet 


Singh, Clerk, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

The case was earlier disposed of on 08.12.2009. However, on the request of the complainant, it was re-opened to come up for hearing on today.

2.

During arguments, respondent states that the information asked for in para 2 is third party information i.e. relating to property which stands in the name of one Shri Bachan Singh, therefore, cannot be supplied.  Shri Bikkar Singh, appearing on behalf of complainant, states that Ms.Ashupam Kaur is grand-daughter of Shri Bachan Singh and the information be supplied in the instant case. 

3.

Keeping in view the deliberations held in the court, it is directed that a Succession certificate be produced in the court so that the requisite information could be supplied. It is also directed that after getting the requisite succession certificate, she can approach the concerned department/ public authority for getting the information. 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:25-02-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Nachhattar Singh s/o Sh.Amar Singh,

House No. 32, New Professor Colony,

Behind NIS, VPO: Sullar,

Distt. Patiala.







      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali,

Distt. SAS Nagar.







 Respondent

CC No. 78 /2010

Present:
Shri Nachhattar Singh, complainant, in person and Shri Dinesh 

Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of complainant.



Shri Madan Lal Banger, Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf 


of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information relating to para No. 1, 2, 3 and 6 has been supplied and in so far as the  information relating to para No. 4 and  5 is concerned, no notice or summon has been sent to Shri Nachhattar Singh, complainant,  after 27.07.2008.

3.

The complainant states that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him and pleads that the case may be closed.

4.

Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

   Dated:25-02-2010


             State Information Commissioner
