      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri R.P.Mehta,

Chairman, Struggle Committee for Justice,

Village &PO:Amroh, Distt. Hoshiarpur-144224.


      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Talwara, Distt. Hoshiarpur.






 Respondent

CC No.2049  /2010

Present:
Shri R.P.Mehta, complainant, in person.



Shri Baldev Singh, BDPO, Talwara and Shri Pritpal Singh, 


Panchayat Officer, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

 As per directions given on the last date of hearing, the relevant information in three separate paragraphs has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 5129, dated 19.10.2010 with a copy to the Commission. In the letter the respondent has categorically mentioned that with regard to the recruitment of staff against vacant posts, the final authority rests with the government. The Department of Rural Development and Panchayats may take up the matter with the Department of Finance for sanctioning the necessary posts against the available vacants posts of EET teachers.

2.

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

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh



            Surinder Singh

Dated:28-10-2010


          State Information Comissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri R.P.Mehta,

Chairman, Struggle Committee for Justice,

Village & PO:Amroh, Distt. Hoshiarpur-144224.


      Complainant




  


Vs

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

 Hoshiarpur.







 Respondent

CC No. 2050 /2010

Present:
Shri R.P.Mehta, complainant, in person.



Shri Baldev Singh, BDPO, Talwara and Shri Pritpal Singh, 


Panchayat Officer, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing,  Shri Baldev Singh, BDPO, Talwara, has sent the information to Shri R.P.Mehta, Chairman, Struggle Committee for Justice, the complainant, through registered post, vide letter No. 5368, dated 21.10.2010 with a copy to the commission running into 16 sheets. The complainant states that he has not received the information as yet. One copy of the information available with the BDPO is handed over to the complainant in the court today in my presence.

2.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing, the District Development and Panchayat Officer, Hoshiarpur, was directed to be present in person in the court on the next date of hearing, but neither he is  present in 
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the court nor he has submitted his written submission. However, Shri Baldev Singh, BDPO sates that Shri Avtar Singh Bhullar, DDPO has authorized him to appear on his behalf as the DDPO is away to Nabha to attend a seminar. 

3.

As the necessary information has not been supplied in time and the complainant pleads that penalty be imposed upon the respondent-PIO under Section 20(1) and compensation be awarded to him under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act for detriment and loss suffered by him. 

4.

The DDPO, Shri Avtar Singh Bhullar, is again directed to show cause as to why a penalty @ of Rs. 250/- per day may not be imposed upon him for not supplying the information in time and is further directed to submit his written submission within a period of 15 days after the receipt of orders.

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 18.11.2010 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:28-10-2010


         State Information Commissioner



CC:
Shri Avtar Singh Bhullar, District Development & Panchayats Officer, Hoshiarpur through REGISTERED POST. 

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri R.P.Mehta,

Chairman, Struggle Committee for Justice,

Village & PO:Amroh, Distt. Hoshiarpur-144224.


      Complainant




  


Vs

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

 Hoshiarpur.







 Respondent

CC No. 2052 /2010

Present:
Shri R.P.Mehta, complainant, in person.



Shri Baldev Singh, BDPO, Talwara and Shri Pritpal Singh, 


Panchayat Officer, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing,  Shri Baldev Singh, BDPO, Talwara, has sent the information to Shri R.P.Mehta, Chairman, Struggle Committee for Justice, the complainant, through registered post, vide letter No. 5370, dated 21.10.2010 with a copy to the commission running into 20 sheets. The complainant states that he has not received the information as yet. One copy of the information available with the BDPO is handed over to the complainant in the court today in my presence.

2.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing, the District Development and Panchayat Officer, Hoshiarpur, was directed to be present in person in the court on the next date of hearing, but neither he is  present in 
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the court nor he has submitted his written submission. However, Shri Baldev Singh, BDPO sates that Shri Avtar Singh Bhullar, DDPO has authorized him to appear on his behalf as the DDPO is away to Nabha to attend a seminar. 

3.

As the necessary information has not been supplied in time and the complainant pleads that penalty be imposed upon the respondent-PIO under Section 20(1) and compensation be awarded to him under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act for detriment and loss suffered by him. 

4.

The DDPO, Shri Avtar Singh Bhullar, is again directed to show cause as to why a penalty @ of Rs. 250/- per day may not be imposed upon him for not supplying the information in time and is further directed to submit his written submission within a period of 15 days after the receipt of orders.

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 18.11.2010 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:28-10-2010


         State Information Commissioner



CC:
Shri Avtar Singh Bhullar, District Development & Panchayats Officer, Hoshiarpur through REGISTERED POST. 

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Parveen Kumar c/o Raj Kumar,

House No. 1436, Sunder Nagar,

Near Dhuri Railway Line, Ludhiana.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o The Ludhiana Central coop. Bank Ltd.,

VPO: Lehra near Dehlon, Distt. Ludhiana.



 Respondent

CC No. 2818 /2010

Present:
Shri Parveen Kumar along with Ms. Rajinder Kaur, on behalf of 

complainant.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of respondent.

2.

The case was last heard on 14.10.2010 when the directions were given to the respondent-PIO of Ludhiana Central cooperative Bank, Lehra to attend the proceedings in person along with information to be supplied to the complainant on the next date of hearing.  Neither any information has been supplied nor any representative of respondent is present in the court today.

3.

The commission has taken a serious view of this lapse on the part of respondent-PIO and again it is directed that the necessary information be supplied to the complainant and respondent-PIO to attend the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing, otherwise action will be taken under Section 
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20(1) of the RTI Act for imposing penalty for not supplying the information in time. 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 09.11.2010 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-THROUGH REGISTERED POST. 
Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:28-10-2010


         State Information Commissioner



 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Harchand Singh s/o sh. Shyam Singh,

Village: Prem Singh Wala, PO: Bujrak,

Tehsil Samana, Distt. Patiala.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Samana, Distt. Patiala.






 Respondent

CC No. 2830 /2010

Present:
Shri Harchand Singh, complainant,  along with Shri Hakam 


Singh.



Shri Bhagwan Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 14.10.2010 when none was present on behalf of complainant as well as respondent.  One more chance was given to both the parties to attend the proceedings today.

2.

The complainant, who is present in the court today, states that they have met the then BDPO, Shri Bhupinder Singh,  present BDPO, Ms. Jaswant Kaur and Shri Bhagwan Singh, Panchayat Secretary many times but no information has been supplied to them till now. 

3.

Shri Bhagwan Singh, Panchayat Secretary states that the information is ready with him which can be supplied to the complainant. 
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However, he further states that the complainant was requested to deposit the requisite  fee of Rs. 152/- towards the cost of documents. The complainant states that the information has not been supplied within the stipulated period of 30 days and pleads that the same may please be provided free of cost. 

4.

As the information has not been supplied within the time frame of 30 days, it is directed that the information be supplied free of cost. The respondent handed over the requisite information running into 32 full size sheets and 12 normal sheets (total 44 sheets) to the complainant in the court in my presence. The complainant was directed to go through the information supplied to him. After going through the information supplied to him, the complainant states that he is satisfied with the information and pleads that the case may be closed.  The respondent also pleads that since the requisite information stands supplied, the case may be closed.

5.

Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of. 
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:28-10-2010


         State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Dr. Rajinder K singla,

c/o Mr. Jatinder Moudgil,

E-1/12, Punjab University, Chandigarh-160014.


      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Juneja Building, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 1362 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant as well as 



respondent side.

ORDER 
1.

None is present from both the sides. The case was fixed for confirmation of orders for payment of compensation. No information has been received from the PIO, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana whether the amount of compensation amounting to Rs. 13,000/- (Rupees Thirteen thousand only) has been paid or not.

2.

Case is fixed for final orders on 09.11.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. to ascertain whether the amount of compensation has been paid or not. 









Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:28-10-2010


         State Information Commissioner


CC: 

PIO, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana. 
