STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Gurpreet Singh Sidhu,

S/o Late Shri Hukam Singh Sidhu,

R/o 255, Guru Nanak Pura (West), Jalandhar.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Branch Manager,

The Jalandhar Central Cooperative Bank, Jalandhar.


 Respondent

CC - 1402/2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri N. S. Vashisht, Advocate, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

A perusal of the submissions made by the Ld. Counsel for the Respondent  on the last date of the hearing  reveals that the orders passed by the Hon’ble CIC Punjab in CC-808/2009 has been stayed by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. The Ld. Counsel  has also placed on record copies of some other stay orders passed by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in different cases. 
2.

The Ld. Counsel for the Respondent has given an undertaking that the Commission will be informed of the judgements, as and when these are  pronounced by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in above-said cases where stay orders have been passed. 
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3.

The Ld. Counsel for the Respondent states that copy of the submissions made by him on the last date of hearing, has not been furnished to the Complainant.  
4.

Accordingly, it is directed that copy of the submissions made by the Ld. Counsel for the Respondent on the last date of hearing be sent to the Complainant. 

5.

In view of the facts narrated above, the case is adjourned Sine-die and a fresh notice will be issued to both the parties after the receipt of copy of the judgement to be pronounced by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in the above-said cases pending in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. 

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh


   

      Surinder Singh


Dated: 25. 05. 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(Haryana).






Complainant





    Vs

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




 Respondent

CC -  2640/2009
Present:
Shri K. N. Dua, Complainant, in person.


Shri Harinder Singh, Superintendent , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 06.04.2010 and was  disposed of  when the Complainant was not present and  Shri Jagbir Singh, the then Superintendent-cum-APIO had submitted  that the requisite  information had been sent to the Complainant at the address given in his  application and more-over, nothing was heard from the Complainant regarding non-supply of information.
2.

Thereafter, a representation from the Complainant was  received on 03.05.2010 vide which he  requested to re-open the case as the complete information has not been supplied to him so far. While accepting the request of the Complainant,  the case was  reopened and notice for hearing was issued  for today.
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3.

Shri K. N. Dua, Complainant, states that he had filed an application  with the PIO of the office of Improvement Trust Ludhiana for seeking information regarding   his land acquired by the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana. 

4.

The Respondent places on record copies of office orders dated 05.04.2010 and 20.05.2010 vide which PIOs/APIOs have been appointed. He states that the instant case falls under the 24 Acre Scheme and is being dealt with by Smt. Kuljit Kaur, Superintendent and Shri Ramesh Kumar, Dealing Assistant. 
5.

Since the responsibility of supplying information lies with the PIO, therefore,  the PIO is directed to ensure that the information relating to the Section of Smt. Kuljit Kaur, Superintendent be supplied to the Complainant with 15 days. 

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.06.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on 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: 25. 05. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ghansham Luthra, 

H.No. 3186/21, Street No. 2,

Azad Nagar, Pullighar, Amritsar.





Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director,

Punjab Water Resources Management and 

Development Corporation, 

SCO No. 28-29, Sector:26, Chandigarh. 




 Respondent

AC - 331/2010

Present:
Shri Ghansham Luthra, Appellant,  in person.

Shri  Gurcharanjit Singh, S.D.E. and Shri Taran Pal Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, the Appellant  has sent his observations on the information supplied to him to the PIO with a copy to the Commission on 10.05.2010. In the observations the Appellant has stated that the information relating to Para 1, 2 and 5 is complete whereas the information in respect of Para 3,4 and 6 is incomplete.
3.

After detailed arguments and deliberations held in the court today, it becomes clears that the information supplied to the Appellant  in respect of Para 
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3 and 4 is correct as per his  demand and regarding Para 6, the transfer of the Appellant  was ordered by the Irrigation Minister and in the orders it has been made clear that the transfer was made on the basis of a complaint. If the Appellant  wants any other information regarding Para 6, he can file a new application with the PIO of the office of Hon’ble Irrigation Minister Punjab.

4.

The Appellant  states that the information demanded by him in second application regarding Log Book of vehicle No. PB-02-AW-7870 has not been supplied to him. Accordingly, it is directed that a copy of the log book for the month of August, 2009, duly authenticated by the competent authority,  be supplied to the Appellant. The Respondent assures the Commission that the information will be supplied to the Appellant within one week.  

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 01.06.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh. 

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 25. 05. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurzail Singh,

S/o Shri Harnam Singh,

Village: Bahmna, Tehsil: Samana,

District: Patiala.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chairman, 

Punjab Pollution Control Board, Patiala.




 Respondent

CC - 1233/2010

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

1.

The Environmental Engineer, Punjab Pollution Control Board, Patiala has sent requisite information to the Complainant vide letter No. 1453-55(inadvertently written as letter No. 12753-55 in the order dated 04.05.2010) dated 28.04.2010 and nothing has been heard from the Complainant regarding non-supply of the information, which shows that the Complainant has received the information and is satisfied. 
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. 05. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Mehar Singh, Senior Assistant.

o/o Land Reclamation Collector,

PUDA Bhawan, SAS Nagar (Mohali).



     Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o GMADA, SAS Nagar,

PUDA Bhawan, Mohali.






 Respondent

AC No. 358 /2010

Present:
Shri Mehar Singh, appellant, in person.



Shri Balbir Singh, PCS, Estate Officer-cum- PIO, Shri Surinder 


Mahajan, APIO and Mrs. Kusum Kapur, Superintendent, on 


behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. GMADA-EO-2010/16999, dated 30.04.2010 running into 16 sheets excluding two sheets of covering letter. The respondents state that since the information, as available on the record, has been supplied as per the demand of appellant. So far as the question of oral complainants received from time to time is concerned, there is no record available on the public domain of the authority and hence no information can be supplied with regard to oral complaints made 
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by the public with the officials/ officers of the department. However, in future, they are directed to keep a record of the oral complaints fully and the officials, against whom the complaints are received, be informed  about the same accordingly. 

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:25-05-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurlal Singh s/o Sh. Avtar Singh,

Village: Bari, PO: Manoli,

Distt. SAS Nagar (Mohali).





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o GMADA, PUDA Bhawan,

Sector 62, SAS Nagar (Mohali).





 Respondent

CC No. 924 /2010

Present:
Shri Manphul Singh, on behalf of complainant.



Shri Balbir Singh, PCS, E.O.-cum-PIO and Shri S.K.Goel, 


Divisional Engineer, (C-I)-cum-APIO, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Two hearings have been held in this case on 08.04.2010 and 06.05.2010, when none was present on behalf of the Respondent PIO.  Viewing the absence of the Respondent  as a serious lapse, a penalty of Rs. 10,000/- (Ten thousand only) was imposed upon Shri Balbir Singh, PCS, Estate Officer-cum-PIO, GMADA to be deducted from his salary for the month of April, 2010. 
2.

The Respondent PIO-cum-E.O. places on record his written submission vide letter No. GMADA-PIO-10/1213, dated 25.05.2010. a copy of letter written to the Divisional Engineer, (C-1)-cum-APIO under Section 5(5) of the RTI Act, 2005 and a   copy of letter No. E.O.GMADA-PIO-10/F-927/729, dated 30.03.2010  vide which the detailed information on seven points has been  
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supplied to the Complainant as per his demand vide application dated 21.12.2009, which are taken on record. 
In his  written submission the PIO has stated that the application of the Complainant dated 21.12.2009 was not received in his office.  It has further been stated that a reminder was sent by the Complainant on 31.01.2010 with which a photo copy of the application dated 21.12.2009 was enclosed and this reminder was inadvertently sent to Land Acquisition Branch,  which ultimately caused delay in the supply of information to the Complainant.







3.

During arguments, Shri S.K.Goel, Divisional Engineer-(C-1)-cum-APIO submits  that the application of the Complainant  was transferred to his office by  the E.O.-cum-PIO vide letter No. EO (PIO)-GMADA-10/927/729, dated 30.03.2010 but neither a copy of the complaint was enclosed nor the number and date of the complainant was mentioned.  
4.

After going through the submissions made by the PIO as well as the APIO and in view of the arguments/deliberations held today in the court, I arrive at the conclusion that  the delay in the supply of information to the Complainant occurred due to non-receipt of application of the Complainant dated 21.12.2009 in the office of the PIO.  The delay occurred in this case  is not intentional or malafide. When the case came to the notice of the PIO/APIO, prompt action was taken by them and the information was supplied to the 
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Complainant on 30.03.2010. Therefore, in these circumstances, no penalty is required to be imposed upon the PIO and thus the  order dated 08.04.2010, vide which a penalty of Rs. 10.000/-(Ten thousand only) was imposed upon Shri Balbir Singh, E.O.-cum-PIO was imposed,  is withdrawn. However, they are warned to be careful, in future, so that requisite information could be supplied to the complainants/ appellants within stipulated period  under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005.
5.

Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is disposed of. 
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25-05-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shrimati Nirmala Devi w/o Sh. Rai Singh,

Village: Darsopur, Tehsil Pathankot,

Distt. Gurdaspur.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o The Gurdaspur Central Cooperative

Bank Ltd. Taragarh, Distt. Gurdaspur.




 Respondent

CC No. 1488  /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri N.S.Vashist, Advocate, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Ld. Counsel on behalf of respondent places written submission which is taken on record.  He has produced copies of orders of the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana in which the orders of the Chief Information Commissioner passed in AC-808 of 2009 have been stayed.  He has also produced copies of another stay orders granted by the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana in other cases.

2.

In view of the stay orders granted by the Hon’ble High Court, the case is adjourned sine die and fresh notice will be issued to the parties after the decision of the Hon’ble High Court.The respondent undertakes to inform the Commission about the decision of the Hon’ble High Court as and when it is given.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









      Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25-05-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rohit Singla,

Dashmesh Nagar, Gali No. 3,

Ward No. 9, Goniana Mandi, Distt. Bathinda.


      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Bathinda Development Authority,

Bathinda.








 Respondent

CC No. 1555 /2010

Present:
Shri Rohit Singla, complainant, in person.



Shri J.J.Kumar, Superintending Engineer, PUDA, Bathinda and 

Shri Sandeep, Assistant Engineer, o/o Chief Town Planner, on 


behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties. 

2.

The requisite information has been supplied by the PIO of office of Chief Town Planner vide letter No. 3728-CTP(PB)-I-78, dated 11.05.2010. The complainant states that the information is incomplete, therefore, the respondent be directed to supply the complete information. Respondent states that the complainant has filed new application along with Rs.10/- (Rupees Ten only) with the PIO of office of CTP and he has demanded some more (new) information relating to para No. 4.  Therefore the application filed by him is being considered and information will be given within the stipulated period of 30 days and the present case be closed.
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3.

On the plea of the respondent, the case is disposed of. Directions are given to the PIO of office of Chief Town Planner, Punjab to supply the information as per the new application of the complainant dated 17.05.2010.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25-05-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Satwant Singh Ablu,

President, Khand Mills Karamchari Dal,

Punjab Sambandhit Mulazim Front, Punjab,

Basti Mai Godri, Kotkapura Road, Faridkot.


      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Registrar Cooperative Societies,

Punjab, 17 Bays Building, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.








 Respondent

CC No. 1447 /2010

Present:
Shri Satwant Singh Ablu, complainant, in person.



Shri Inderjit Singh, Junior Assistant, office of RCS, on behalf 


of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The complainant states that the information supplied by the PIO of office of Registrar Cooperative Societies, vide letter No. o;;$:'iBk$nkoHNhHnkJh$ fco'ig[o$ 8326, fwsh 18-05-2010 has been received by him. He states that the information is  irrelevant and not related to the information demanded by him.

3.

He further states that as per the meeting held under the Chairmanship of former Cooperation Minister on 27.02.2009, information be supplied and what action has been taken on the proceedings of the meeting relating to para No. 1,2, 3 (i,ii,iii and iv) parawise.
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4.

On the last date of hearing, directions were given to the PIO to supply the action taken report on the proceedings of the meeting held on 27.02.2009.  However no information has been supplied to the complainant. Now it is directed that on the next date of hearing, the PIO, Shri Maneshwar Singh, Joint Registrar,Cooperative Societies will attend the court in person along with the file relating to the minutes of the meeting held under the chairmanship of the then Cooperation Minister and correspondence made by the office of Registrar, Cooperative Societies with the subordinate offices to do the needful as per the minutes of the meeting.

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 10.06.2010 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:25-05-2010


         State Information Commissioner



