      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Lakha Singh

c/o Shri Bhupinder Singh,

24/122 kishan Nagar, Nabha Gate,

Patiala.







     Appellant




  


Vs

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





 Respondent

AC No. 930 /2010

Present:
Shri Lakha Singh, appellant, in person.



Shri Rajesh Chaudhry, Superintendent-cum-PIO on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Lakha Singh, appellant states that the remaining information, as per his application, has been received from the PIO and he pleads that the case may be closed.

3.

Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of. 
4..

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25-03-2010


         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, House No. 903,

Chander Nagar, Civil Lines, Ludhiana.



      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Department of Forests & Wild Life,

17 Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC No. 101 /2009

Present:
Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira on behalf of appellant.



Shri Chaman Lal, Divisional Forest Officer, Jalandhar at 



Phillaur, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

A telephonic message has been received from Shri Hitender Jain, who states that he has not received any information from the department till today. A telephonic message has also been received from Shri karnail Singh, Senior Assistant, who states that he is busy in the court of Hon’ble Commissioner, Shri PK Verma in SCO No. 32-34.  Shri chaman Lal, DFO, on behalf of respondent hands over some information vide letter No. 10440, dated 22.03.2010 running into 54 pages including forwarding letter. The representative on behalf of appellant wants to study the information supplied to him today in the court and pleads for adjournment of case for 15 days.

2.

It is directed that the appellant will go through the information supplied to him  and will submit his comments/ observations, if any,  direct to the Divisional Forest Officer, Jalandhar at Phillaur, with a copy to the Department of Forests and also to the Commission within a period of 15 days.

3.

The case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 13.04.2010 in SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 













Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




             Surinder Singh

Dated:25-03-2010


             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,St.1-E,

New Vishnu Puri, New Shivpuri Road,

PO: Basti Jodhewal, Ludhiana.




      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Registrar of Firms and Societies, Punjab,

17 Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 452 /2010

Present:
Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate, complainant, in person.



Mrs. Pushpa Devi, Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Shri Surinder Pal, filed an application with the PIO of office of Registrar of Firms & Societies on 11.12.2009 and asked information about Aggarwal Sabha (Regd.) Shivala Road, Ludhiana having registration No. 109/66-67, dated 17.03.1967. He has asked information as per para No. 5 sub-para © from (i) to (xii).  The APIO of office of Director, Industries & Commerce replied back to the complainant vide letter dated 15.12.2009 as under :-



“ nkg tb'A ch; d/ o{g ftu gqkgs j'fJnk fJzvhnB g';Nb nkovo BzL 83 Jh 


137540 oew 10$- o[gJ/ w{b o{g ftu tkg; G/i e/ fbfynk iKdk j? fe 


b'VhAdh ch; dk g';Nb nkovo vkfJo?eNo T[d:'r ns/ ewo; gzikp ih d/ BK 


j/m G/fink ikt/ sK i' e/; ftukfonk ik ;e/.   “

2.

Shri Surinder Pal sent a new IPO No. 83E 144692, dated 24.12.2009 as per the directions given by the APIO addressed to the Director, 
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Industries & Commerce, Punjab.
After getting no response from the PIO, he filed a complaint with the Commission dated 04.02.2010 which was received in the commission on the same day against diary No. 1529 with the prayer that the PIO be directed to supply the requisite information immediately by speed post as per Form (A) free of cost under Section 7(6) of the RTI Act as the mandatory period of 30 days have since elapsed. Further he prayed for grant of compensation under Section 19(8)(b) for the harassment and detriment suffered by him. He also prays for the imposition of penalty under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act upon the PIO for creating unnecessary impediments in supplying the information.  Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

3.

The respondent states that due to creation of separate cell in the Department for the RTI cases, the IPO was sent back to the complainant. The respondent states that the information has been sent to the complainant vide letter No. 1/449/2010/RTI/05/S2/4288-A, dated 22.03.2010 which was received from the Registrar of Firms and Societies by the APIO of Director, Industries and commerce (RTI Cell).  She further states that one copy has also been sent to the Commission.  The complainant states that he has not received any information. However, the respondent produces an office copy of the Information sent to the complainant. 

4              Complainant states that the respondent should produce the legal authority as to why they returned the IPO of Rs.10/- simply stating that the same may be sent in the name of Director Industries & Commerce.  The complainant states that action be taken against the PIO for not supplying the information in time as the information is late by three and a half months. I, therefore, call upon Shri Daljeet Singh, Registrar -cum-PIO  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 
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RTI Act, for the detriment and loss suffered by him on account of delay in the supply of information.  The respondent is directed to file his written submission  showing cause as afore-mentioned within 15 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party.

5.

In the meantime, the complainant will go through the information supplied to him.  However, one photocopy of the information is supplied to the complainant from the office copy which is available with the respondent so that he could send his observations/ comments, if any, within a period of 15 days. The case is fixed for further hearing on 29.04.2010 in SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

Kahlon Villa, Opp. Tel.Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian Bet, Ludhiana-141008.



     Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o GLADA, PUDA Complex,

Ferozepur Road, Ludhdiana.





 Respondent

AC No. 197 /2010

Present:
Shri Sarabjit Singh kahlon, appellant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Shri Sarabjit Singh kahlon, filed an application with the PIO of office of GLADA, Ludhiana on 19.09.2009 and asked information about the commercial activities in the residential areas under the GLADA/PUDA for the last twenty years and he has asked information along with the names and addresses of the complainants from the general public violating GLADA/PUDA Act and mainly as para 2 – a,b,c, d,e,f and g and para No. 3 and 4.   After getting no response he filed a first appeal with the first Appellate Authority on 10.11.2009 on the grounds as per para 6- a, b and c. ACA, GLADA supplied copies of two letters dated 22.10.2009 and 23.10.2009 vide his letter No. ACA-GLADA-Ldh-2009/9690, dated 11.12.2009 in which he has stated that :-



“ fiE'A se ;fjoh fwbyK ftu fojkfJ;h wekBK ftu tkgfoe tos'A dhnK 


;ekfJsK dk ;pzX j?, fJBK ;ekfJsK ;pzXh g[Zvk n?eN dhnK XoktK nB[;ko 


ekotkJh ehsh iKdh j?. ”

After getting no response from the first appellate authority, he filed a second
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appeal with the Commission on 18.02.2010 and pleaded that the information be got supplied from the PIO of first appellate authority and suitable action under Section 19 and 20 of the RTI Act be taken.  Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties. 

2.

The appellant brings to the notice of Commission that no satisfactory information has been supplied to him. Moreover none  is present on behalf of respondents in the Court to plead their case.  They have wasted the time of Commission as well as of complainant. He pleads that strict action be taken against the respondents for not supplying the information in time. Also none is present on behalf of PIO of First appellate authority. 

3.        On the perusal of the case file, it brings out that the letter written by the ACA does not apper to be from the first appellate authority.   I, therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIO-cum Estate Officer, GLADA, Ludhiana 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 appear in person along with the written submission as per the demand of the appellant dated 19.09.2009 and appeal with the first appellate authority dated 10.11.2009 within 15 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party.

4.

Case is fixed for further hearing on 08.04.2010 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 and also to the first appellate authority.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri KanwarDaleep Singh Baweja,

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


      Complainant



  


Vs

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





 Respondent

CC No. 70 /2010

Present:
Kanwar Daleep Singh Baweja, complainant in person along 


with Shri Jaspal Singh Kapoor, ex-Councillor.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Case was heard on 25.02.2010 and 16.03.2010. Orders were sent to the PIO of office of Improvement Trust, Amritsar.

2                    on the last date of hearing on 16.03.2010, a show cause notice was issued to Shri Parkash Singh Sandhu, Superintendent Sales-cum-PIO to be present in person , but inspite of the show cause notice, he is not present in the court today.  The Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Amritsar is  the deemed PIO in the instant case, and  I, therefore, call upon the Respondent-deemd PIO, Shri Raj Kumar Kapoor, Executive Officer,  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.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 20.04.2010 in Court No.1,SCO No.84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.
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4..

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and one copy to the Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab, Department of Local Government, Mini Sectt. Sector-9, Chandigarh for directing the Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Amritsar to be present in the court on the next date of hearing. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner





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




     Department of Local Govt. Mini Sectt. Punjab,




     Sector -9, Chandigarh.




(ii) E.O. Improvement Trust, Amritsar.

      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.







      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 2731 /2009

Present:
Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira, complainant in person.



Shri Hakam Singh, SDO-cum-APIO, Shri R.P.Gupta, SDO, 


Zone-A and Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO, on 


behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The complainant states that he has received some information on 22.03.2010 in which the department has written that no marginal advances have been given to the contractor. Copy of the information supplied to the complainant be sent to the Commission also.

3.

The complainant submits his comments/ observations on the information supplied to him on 22.03.2010, a copy of which is handed over to the respondent in the court today. It is directed that the respondent will attend to the observations/ comments of the complainant within a period of 15 days and the respondent will mention that there is no information available in the record of the domain of the public authority.  Complainant states that they have supplied some information for which the complainant will submit his written submissions on the next date of hearing.  He pleads that action be taken against the Respondent-PIO as per RTI Act.
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4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 29.04.2010 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:25-03-2010


         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 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Karanvir Singh, Accountant-cum-PIO, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

Case was last heard on 09.03.2010 when the directions were issued to respondent to send the information at the correct address of the complainant as mentioned in the orders dated 09.03.2010.  However, a fax message is received from the complainant that no information/ reply uptil date   12.10 PM received. Kindly intervene. K.N.Dua. Fax received on 24.03.2010 at 1.20 PM.

2.

The respondent could not produce the proof of sending the information at the correct address.  One more chance is given to respondent to send the requisite information at the address mentioned in the orders of the Commission dated 09.03.2010 Case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 06.04.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shrimati Ritu Malhotra w/o Dr. PP Malhotra,

26-A, Aggar Nagar, Ludhiana.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 1739 /2009

Present:
Mrs. Ritu Malhotra, complainant along with Shri Ravinder 


Kumar Jain, Advocate on behalf of complainant.



Shri Karanvir Singh, Accountant-cum-PIO on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was disposed on 27.10.2009 when no body was present from both the side i.e. complainant as well as respondent and nothing was heard from both the sides. However, Mrs. Ritu Malhotra approached the Commission vide her letter dated 02.12.2009 with the request that the information, as per the orders of the Commission dated 22.09.2009, has not been supplied to her and, therefore, the case was reopened and notice of hearing was sent to both the parties for today.

2.

Ld.Counsel of complainant states that the information as per orders of the Commission dated 22.09.2009 has not been supplied. He produces copy of three documents of the Society dated 31.08.2006, 28.05.2007 and 28.05.2007. Copies of these letters are handed over to the PIO in the court today. The respondent states that he has already written to the Society to supply the information but the same is still awaited from the Society.  The documents produced by the complainant are mainly for the requirement of respondent and he will deal the case accordingly and will get the information from the Society for 
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Supplying the same to the complainant within a period of 15 days.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.04.2010 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:25-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sukhchain Singh s/o Sh.Tarsem Singh,

VPO: N angal kalan, Distt. Mansa.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Manager, Punjab Agricultural

Development Bank, Mansa.





 Respondent

CC No. 701 /2010

Present:
Shri Sukhchain Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Sukhwinder Singh, Manager, PADB, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The respondent states that the case regarding the issue, whether the Agricultural Development Bank comes under the perview of RTI Act or not , is sub judice and the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana has granted interim stay in the case. The case is adjourned sine die. 
3.

It is directed that as and when the judgment of the Hon’ble High Court is received in the case, the respondent will supply a copy of the orders to the Commission for taking further action in the matter.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Mohamad Nashir s/o S. Abdul Rehman,

Baghwala, opposite Masjid ,

Mohalla Sadewal, Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur.


      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o President, Sangrur Progressive

Coop.Labour & Construction,

Sangrur.








 Respondent

CC No. 2062  /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Safi Mohammad, member on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Case was last heard by the bench of Shri R.K.Gupta, Information Commissioner on 11.09.2009, 23.10.2009 and 04.12.2009. During these hearings, none was present on behalf of complainant as well as respondent. On the superannuation of Shri R.K.Gupta, case was transferred to this bench.  Case was last heard on 23.02.2010 and 02.03.2010.

2.

The respondent has supplied the information on 29.02.2010. Due to non presence of complainant, the same could not be verified.  Complainant has not attended the proceedings although correct information has been supplied by the respondent from time to time. Shri Safi Mohd. Who is present on behalf of respondent, states that the complainant is harassing the Society members and the correct information has already been supplied and pleads that the case may be closed.

3.

I am satisfied with the information supplied to the complainant and the case is closed and disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Mukhtiar Singh, ex-Chowkidar,

Village: Mahantawala, PO: Chak Mahantanwala,

Distt. Ferozepur.






      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Jalalabad, Distt. Ferozepur.





 Respondent

CC No. 765 /2010

Present:
Shri Mukhtiar Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Rattan Lal, Assistant Registrar, Jalalabad.
ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Rattan Lal, Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Jalalabad states that the information has been supplied to the complainant. However, retirement benefits could not be paid to him due to non-availability of his service book.  Respondent states that he will get the service book re-constructed from the Society and all dues will be paid to the complainant in due course of time. Case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 04.05.2010 in Room No. 4, Ist floor, SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 11.00 AM.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Mahesh Kumar,

House No. 8, Gali No. 5, 

Ferozepur Cantt.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Manager, The Ferozepur Central

Cooperative Bank, Ferozepur.





 Respondent

CC No. 727 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



None is present on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

A fax message has been received from the District Manager, The Ferozepur Central cooperative Bank Ltd., Ferozepur on 23.03.2010 at 1.56  AM in which he has stated that :-



“ p/Bsh j? fe T[go'es e/; d/ ;pzX ftu p?Ae B{z nkg ih dh ndkbs ftu fwsh 


25-03-2010 B{z jkio j'D bJh j[ew gqkgs j'fJnk j?. fJ; d/ ;pzX ftu p/Bsh 

ehsh iKdh j? fe f;ekfJseosk ;qh wj/; e[wko B kb wzrh rJh ;{uBk d/ ;pzX 


ftu rbpks ub ojh j?. fJ; bJh nkg ih B{z p/Bsh ehsh iKdh j? fe p?AAe B{z f


fJ; ;pzX ftu nrbh fwsh d/D d/ feqgkbsk ehsh ikt/ sK i' f;ekfJs dk 


fBgNkok j' ;e/.  “

2.

As per request of respondent, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 13.04.2010 in Court No. 1,  SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Surinder Pal s/o sh. Ram Rattan,

VPO: Bamial, distt. Gurdaspur.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur.





 Respondent

CC No. 764 /2010

Present:
Shri Surinder Pal, complainant, in person.



Shri Devinder Prasad, Assistant Registrar and Shri Harbans 


Lal, Inspector, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The information relating to the office of Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Pathankot, has been supplied to the complainant. The same information was relating to the office of Bamial Cooperative Agricultural Service Society for which the President of Bamial Cooperative Agricultural Service Society has placed on record a photocopy of the interim stay granted in the CWP-6068/2007 by the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana.  Accordingly, the cases in CC-1062/2007, CC No. 824/2006 and CC No. 2174/2007 have been adjourned since die by the court of Hon’ble Commissioner, Shri P.K.Verma.

3.

On the same lines, the case is adjourned sine die  and fresh notice of hearing will be issued to the parties after the directions of the High Court. The respondent is directed to inform the Commission about the decision of the Hon’ble Court as and when it is given.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Balbir Singh,

Senior Branch Manager (Retd.),

Anand Nagar, Gali No. 3, Kotkapura,

Distt. Faridkot.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Manager, Markfed,

Faridkot.








 Respondent

CC No. 730 /2010

Present:
Shri Balbir Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Sukhpal Singh, Junior Assistant, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

On the perusal of the case, it brings out that the complainant has filed three applications dated 21.12.2009, 18.01.2010 and 23.01.2010 and he has asked different information in all the three applications. These three applications are clubbed together. The complainant states that the information relating to his application dated 21.12.2009 has been received by him. However, with regard to the information relating to his application dated 18.01.2010, he wants to see the original record as the signatures of Shri Satish Kumar Ojha, Manager, MR, are missing. 

2.

It is directed that the respondent will bring the original record as per application dated 18.01.2010. So far as his application dated 23.01.2010 is concerned, nothing has been supplied to him. Photocopies of the applications dated 18.01.2010 and 23.01.2010 are handed over to the complainant. It is directed that on the next date of hearing, respondent will bring the original record relating to application dated 18.01.2010 and information be supplied as per 
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complaint dated 23.01.2010.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 29.04.2010 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:25-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Parkash Chand,

C/o Ram Kumar Ranwa, President,

Village Social Welfare Society, Karandi,

Distt. Mansa.







      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Ferozepur.








 Respondent

CC No. 790 /2010

Present:
Shri Parkash Chand, complainant, in person.



Shri Balwinder Singh, Assistant Registrar, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Parkash Chand filed an application with the PIO of office of Joint Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Ferozepur, on 19.06.2009. After getting no response from the PIO, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 23.02.2010 which was received in Commission office on the same day against diary No. 2955.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

The respondent states that he has brought the original file relating to the inquiry of Shri Parkash Chand, Secretary. The complainant was directed to inspect the file in the Court and the instructions were given to supply the information after inspection. After the inspection, Shri Parkash Chand states that he has received the information about para 2 of his application dated 19.06.2009. The information relating to para 1 and 3 is not available in the file. The 
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respondent states that no statements of witnesses, who appeared against Shri  Parkash Chand, Secretary, were got recorded. Hence no information is available on the domain of public authority. 

3.

The complainant states that the information is late for more than eight months. Action be taken against the PIO. The respondent states that the complainant was informed to deposit the requisite fee vide letter No. 4207 dated 10.08.2009 after a period of two months. Respondent should have informed the complainant  indicating the exact amount to be charged from him within a period of 10 days after the receipt of the application. It is directed that the information be supplied free of cost. The respondent further states that the information as available on the domain of public authority has been supplied in the court today.

4.

As the information is late by more than eight months, it is directed that Shri Buta Singh, Joint Registrar-cum-PIO will appear in person along with the written submission explaining as to why a penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information in time. 

5.

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. 
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ram Saran s/o Sh.Attar Chand,

Mansurwal Dona near Gauri Shanker

Cold Store, Kapurthala.





      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Kaapurthala.








 Respondent

CC No.763  /2010

Present:
Shri Ram Saran, complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Shri Ram Saran filed an application with the ADC (Development) Kapurthala on 30.11.2009. The ADC (D) transferred the application to the District Development and Panchayat Officer, Kapurthala vide letter No. 907/RTI, dated 21.12.2009 under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act to supply the information to the complainant. In case no information is supplied, the responsibility will be of DDPO. Copy of the letter has also been sent to the complainant.  The complainant sent a reminder to the Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala on 30.11.2009 for supplying the requisite information.

2.

Since none is present on behalf of respondent, copy of the order be sent to the District Development & Panchayat Officer, Kapurthala with one copy to the ADC (Dev.), Kapurthala. A show cause notice is issued to the PIO of office of Distt. Development & Panchayat Officer, Kapurthala to appear in person on the next date of hearing along with the written submission and the information to be supplied to the complainant as per his application dated  10.12.2009.











Contd…p/2

CC No. 763/10



-2-

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 08.04.2010 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 ADC(Dev.) Kapurthala.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner





CC: Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development), 



       Kapurthala.

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gulshan Kapoor s/o Sh. R.K.Kapoor,

House No. 75, Rail Vihar, Jalandhar.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Registrar, Cooperative

Societies, Jalandhar.






 Respondent

CC No. 712 /2010

Present:
Shri Gulshan kapoor, complainant, in person.



Shri Darshan Singh, Assistant Registrar and Shri Surinder 


Singh, member, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties. 

2.

The requisite information as per demand of the complainant dated 22.10.2009, which was received in the office of Assistant Registrar against diary No. 5094, dated 28.10.2009, will be supplied to him as per deliberations/ arguments held in the court today. The respondent pleads that the case may be adjourned for one month and is fixed for further hearing on 29.04.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM  with the directions that Assistant Registrar will supply complete information before the next date of hearing duly authenticated by the competent authority.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sarban Singh, Committee Member,

The Kingra Cooperative Agriculture Multi-

Purpose Society Ltd., Kingra Chow Wala,

Distt. Jalandhar.






      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Jalandhar-2, Distt. Jalandhar.





 Respondent

CC No. 722 /2010

Present:
Shri Sarban Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Darshan Singh, Assistant Registrar, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Sarban Singh filed an application with the Assistant Registrar on 30.10.2009 along with the requisite fee in the shape of Indian postal order and asked information :-



“ i' th fJe[nkoh ehsh T[; dh ekgh w?B{z ;{uBk nfXeko ekB{zB 2005 nXhB d/ 


e/ XzBtkdh pDkU ih/ .”

Assistant Registrar-cum-APIO states that the inquiry report has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. G.A/AR/59, dated 12.01.2010 including the inquiry report conducted by Shri Chhotu Ram, Inspector, Cooperative Societies, Kohala. The complainant states that the documents have not been authenticated. It is directed that the documents be authenticated by the competent ajuthority.

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:25-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurcharan singh s/o Sh.Surjit Singh,

Village: Gosalan, PO: Sehomajra,

Distt. Ropar.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o President, Dulchi Majri Cooperative

Agricultural Service Society, Ropar.




 Respondent

CC No. 277 /2010

Present:
None is present  on behalf of complainant.



Shri sukhjinderpal Singh, Secretary of Society, on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Sukhjinderpal Singh, on behalf of respondent states the requisite information has been sent on 19.03.2010 through registered post.  Nothing has been heard from the complainant.  He might have received the information and he 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:25-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Balraj Kharb,

House No. 315, Sector-14,

Rohtak- 124001.






      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  GMADA, Puda Bhawan, Mohali.




 Respondent

AC No. 83 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



None is present on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

On the last date of hearing directions were issued to the PIO to transfer the para 4 of the application to the office of Chief Town Planner, Punjab to supply the information available with the public authority of Chief Town Planner, Punjab.

2.

Information relating to para 11 is to be collected from the Engineering Wing of the GMADA. As none is present today from both the parties, one more chance is given to supply the information relating to para No. 4 and para No. 11.

3.

Case is fixed for further hearing on 07.04.2010 in office room No. 4, SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 11.00 AM. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to Chief Town Planner, Madhya Marg, 18A, Chandigarh.










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner





CC: Chief Town Planner, Punjab, Madhya Marg, Sector 18A, 

           
Chandigarh.

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Vijay Kumar Suri,

House of Shri Tarsem Singh, near Gurdwara

Chowk Maqsudan, Jalandhar-144008.



      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Jalandhar. 







 Respondent

CC No. 723 /2010

Present:
Shri Vijay Kumar Suri, complainant, in person.

Shri Darshan Singh, Assistant Registrar-cum-APIO, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite Information relating to application dated 20.04.2009 regarding list of members  nominated/ elected has been supplied to the complainant earlier.  Information relating to co-opted member Shri K.K.Sharma, is also supplied to the complainant in the court in my presence.  The complainant places on record a photocopy of Times of India Newspaper dated 26.11.2009 in which the name of Shri K.K.Sharma, co-opted member, has been written as Chairman.  Respondent states that Shri K.K.Sharma is not elected but coopted member of the Bank.

3.

It is directed that on the next date of hearing Joint Registrar-cum-PIO, Jalandhar will clarify whether Shri K.K.Sharma is coopted member or not. He will submit written submission on the next date of hearing on 29.04.2010 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:25-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner


