STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri
Munish Kumar, Advocate,

Civil Courts, Rajpura, District: Patiala.




Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Council, Rajpura,

District: Patila.







 Respondent

CC - 1290/2009

Present:
Shri  Munish Kumar, Complainant, in person.
Shri Vinod Kumar Sharma, Superintendent-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The PIO states that the information was supplied to the Complainant on 13.04.209 through Special Messenger but he refused to receive the same. Later on,  the information was sent by Speed Post which has been received by him.
3.

The Complainant states that the information supplied to him is incomplete and mis-leading. The main information,  he has asked for,  is about the House Tax levied on Privately managed  Educational Institutions, which has not been supplied to him so far. 
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4.

After detailed arguments, it is decided that the PIO will supply the
statement of House Tax last assessed by Municipal Council Rajpura in respect of Educational Institutions owned by private persons/Societies. The PIO assures the Commission that the information will be  supplied to the Complainant within a period of 15 days. 
5.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of order  on
18.08.2009.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner











Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




     Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 30. 07. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Hardev Singh, Postman,

C/o Post Office Focal Point, Ludhiana.




Complainant







Vs

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

Punjab, Sector:17, Chandigarh.





 Respondent

CC - 1324/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri  Harbilas Mathan, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Avtar Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The APIO states that a tentative seniority  list of Social Education and Panchayat Officers, running into 7 pages, had been sent to the Complainant vide Memo. No. 20/24/08/T-3/2507 dated 14.07.2008. He further states that some information,  in respect of  19 SEPOs and Senior Assistants(Account),  who have been given the additional  charge of the posts of Block Development and Panchayat Officers, was supplied to the Complainant vide Memo. No. 20/24/08/T-3/2530, dated 21.07.2009 and the remaining information in respect of  4 SEPOs and Senior Assistants(Account) was supplied vide Memo. No. 20/24/08/T-3/2624 dated 29.07.2009 with a copy to the Commission. The APIO 
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also intimates that the information regarding number of vacant posts of BDPOs has also  been supplied to the Complainant and clarifies that the posts of BDPOs in Blocks Dhar Kalan, Pathankot, Sujanpur and Dasuya are lying vacant.  He submits photo copes of above-said Memos, which are taken on record. 
2.

The APIO pleads that since the complete information has been supplied to the Complainant and nothing has been heard from him, the case may be closed. 

3.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner











Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




     Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 30. 07. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri R. C. Khurana,

449-M, New Generaton Apartments,

Ambala Kalka Road, Zirakpur-140603.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Council, Zirakpur.




 Respondent

CC - 1328/2009

Present:
Shri R. C. Khurana, Complainant, in person.


Shri   H. S. Sethi, Advocate, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri H. S. Sethi, Advocate, appearing on behalf of the Respondent,  has no letter of Authorization from the PIO.  Therefore, he is not allowed to present the case on the behalf of the PIO.
2.

Hence,  we order that the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Zirakpur and Chief Town Planner  of Local Government Department, will appear in person on the next date of hearing alongwith original record relating to construction of New Generation Apartments. They will also bring   original and revised Plans submitted by the Developers. They will be appearing to record their statements under Section 18(3)(a)(b)(e) of RTI Act, 2005.
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 3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 07.08.2009 at 10.00  A.M.
 in Room No. 4 on the First Floor of SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties 








Sd/-

                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner











Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




     Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 30. 07. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 

CC:

1.
Chief Town Planner, Local Government Department, office 
of Punjab Water Supply and Sewerage Board, Sector: 27-A,          Chandigarh.

2.
Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Zirakpur.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Hardev Singh, Postman,

C/o Post Office Focal Point, Ludhiana.




Complainant







Vs

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

 Rural Development & Panchayats Department,
Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC - 1323/2009

Present:
Shri Jasmail Singh,  on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri  Ruldu Ram Sharma, Superintendent  and Shri Jaspal  Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant vide Memo.  No. 16/38/2009-1 R.D.E. 1/5878, dated 20.07.2009 by registered post. 

2.

The Representative of the Complainant states that the information has not been received by the Complainant so far. Accordingly, one copy of the information, duly authenticated, is handed over to him in the Court today, in our presence. He pleads that the case may be closed. 

3.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




     Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 30. 07. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ajaib Lal,

Village: Jallowal,  P.O. Jallowal Khanoor, 

District: Hoshiarpur – 146104.





Complainant







Vs

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

Hoshiarpur-II.







 Respondent

CC - 1311 /2009

Present:
Shri  Ajaib Lal, Complainant, in person.
Shri Mohan Singh, Social Education and Panchayat Officer,                      on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that some  information, running into 11 pages,  was  supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. 1719, dated 06.05.2009 which was received by him on 08.05.2009 and due receipt was taken from him. He further states that remaining information has been supplied to the Complainant vide Memo. No. fJ(tzv)-09 /4475, dated 11.06.2009, which has been received by him on 25.06.2009 and due receipt has been taken. 
2.

The Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied. However, he pleads that since the information has been delayed, 
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penalty may be imposed upon the PIO and he may be compensated for the detriment and loss suffered by him.

3.

A perusal of the file reveals that in this case  Shri Ajaib Lal, Complainant, filed an application for seeking information with the PIO on 27.03.2009, which was received in the office of BDPO on the same day. The Respondent states that due to Lok Sabha Elections information could not be collected and compiled as all the employees were put on  election duty. 
4.

We are satisfied with the plea put forth by the Respondent. Therefore, no penalty is ordered to be imposed upon the PIO and no compensation is ordered to be awarded to the Complainant. 
5.

Since the information stands provided and the Complainant is satisfied, the case is disposed of.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner











Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




     Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 30. 07. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rabinder Singh, 

S/o Sh.Gurbax Singh,

House No. 6, Joyti Nagar Extension,  Jalandhar.
      

Appellant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

AC No. 35 /2009

Present:
Shri Rabinder Singh, Appellant, in person. 



Shri Tarlok Singh, MTP-cum-APIO,  on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

As per the directions issued on the last date of hearing Shri Tarlok Singh, MTP-cum-APIO appears before the Commission in person and submits  an affidavit dated 30.7.2009 alongwith some documents, which are taken on record. He states that he has not received the orders of the Commission directing him to attend the proceedings in person. He further states that due to mis-communication, he could not attend the earlier  proceedings. However, he tenders unconditional apology for the same. He further states that the order of the Commission dated 14.07.2009 was received by him on 29.07.2009. He assures the Commission that the remaining information will  be supplied to the Appellant within a period of one month. 
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3.

We are satisfied with the plea put forth by Shri Tarlok Singh,  MTP. Therefore, no penalty is ordered to be imposed upon the PIO. However, keeping in view the detriment and loss suffered by the Appellant, a compensation of Rs. 5000/-(Rs. Five thousand only) is awarded to him. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to make payment of the compensation amount  to the Appellant through Bank Draft with a period of one month. It is also directed that the remaining information be supplied to the Appellant within a period of one month as has been assured by Shri Tarlok Singh, MTP.
4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 

17.09.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No.1 in SCO No. 84.85, Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner











Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




     Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 30. 07. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajesh Kapil,

House No. 606, Gali No. 12/B, Avtar Nagar,

Near TV Centre, Nakodar Chowk, Jalandhar.


      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 1294 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Tarlok Singh, MTP-cum-APIO on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Rajesh Kapil filed an application dated nil with the APIO of office of Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar which was received in Corporation office on 05.03.2009 against receipt No. 534. After getting no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 22.04.2009 which was received in  Commission office on 25.04.2009 against receipt No. 6090. Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

Shri Tarlok Singh, MTP-cum-APIO places on record the orders issued by the first appellate authority-cum- Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar dated 22.05.2009 along with the information supplied to the complainant which is taken on record file. Respondent states that the complainant filed an appeal with the first appellate authority as well as a 
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complaint with the Commission. However, information has been sent to Shri Rajesh Kapil vide letter No. S/Lic/Gen-3, dated 17.04.2009 and has given reply to each para of his request. Case has also been decided by the first appellate authority on 22.05.2009.

3.

Shri Rajesh Kapil has faxed  a message dated 30.07.2009 that the case may be adjourned to some other date as he is not feeling well due to illness.  Respondent states that since the case has been decided by the first appellate authority and information has been supplied, the case may be closed. Since the complainant is not present and has requested for adjournment, one more chance is given to him to submit his written reply on the information supplied to him whether he is satisfied or not.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 17-09-2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:30-07-2009



State Information Commissioner
  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajesh Kapil,

House No. 606, Gali No. 12/B, Avtar Nagar,

Near TV Centre, Nakodar Chowk, Jalandhar


      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Muncipal Corporation, Jalandhar.




 Respondent

CC No. 1295 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Tarlok Singh, MTP-cum-APIO on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Rajesh Kapil filed an application dated nil with the APIO of office of Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar which was received in Corporation office on 05.03.2009 against receipt No. 535/RTI. After getting no response he filed a complaint with the Commission dated 22.04.2009 which was received in Commission office on 25.04.2009 against receipt No. 6089.  Accordingly notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.
 
Shri Tarlok Singh, MTP-cum-APIO on behalf of respondent states that the complainant has also filed an appeal with the first appellate authority-cum-Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar which has been fixed for hearing on 06.08.2009. Since the case is pre-mature and it is also pending with the first appellate authority, the case is dismissed and he is directed to get the information from first appellate authority.  If he is not satisfied with the information 
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supplied to him, he can approach the Commission.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:30-07-2009



State Information Commissioner
  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Mukand Singh,

VPO: Vain Puin, Tehsil Khadoor Sahib,

Distt. Tarn Taran.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Welfare of Scheduled Castes

And Backward Classes, Sector 34, Chandigarh.


 Respondent

CC No.1750 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



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


respondent.

ORDER

1.

Miss Manpreet Kaur has filed two applications dated 29th October, 2008 and 30th December, 2008 with the PIO of office of Director, Welfare of Scheduled Castes and Backward Classes, Punjab. After getting no response from the PIO, her grand-father, ex-Subedar Mukand Singh, filed a complaint with the Commission dated 18.06.2009 which was received in Commission office on 01.07.2009 against diary No. 10152. Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

Shri Bhupinder Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO states that on the request of Miss Manpreet  Kaur they  have sent two letters dated 11.02.2009 and 13.03.2009 at the address given in the application, but both have been received back with the remarks by postal authorities “Incomplete Address”. The 
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complainant is not present today in the court.  It shows that he has not received the letter of notice of hearing for today.  It is directed that the PIO of office of Director, Welfare of Scheduled Castes and Backward Classes will send the reply through the District Welfare Officer for forwarding it to the complainant at the address given in the application so that some information be supplied to her and she can get the scholarship meant for the minority communities.  The respondent states that as and when they get the reply from Miss Manpreet Kaur her case will be sent to the competent authority for sanctioning the scholarship. 
Respondent assured the Commission that the case will be dealt with top priority when they get information from Miss Manpreet Kaur. He further states that action is to be taken by the Department will be completed after the information from her is received, since then, the case may be closed.

3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.  

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:30-07-2009



State Information Commissioner
  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Pawan Kumar Sharma, Advocate,

House No. 585, Phase-2, Mohali.




      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o GMADA, Mohali.






 Respondent

CC No. 1330/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Ms. Surinderpal Kaur, Superintendent, on behalf of 



Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Pawan Kumar Sharma, Advocate filed an application dated 2.4.2009 with the PIO of office of GMADA, Mohali. After getting no response from the PIO, he filed a complaint dated 13.05.2009 with the Commission which was received in Commission office on 25.05.2009 against receipt No. 7586.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

The respondent states that the information has been sent to the complainant vide memo No. 1795, dated 12.05.2009. She pleads that since the information has been supplied, the case may be closed.  However, no intimation has been received in the Commission from the complainant. He might have got the information and may be satisfied with the information supplied to him.  
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Accordingly, the case is disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:30-07-2009



State Information Commissioner
  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Darshan Singh Salaria,

Senior Vice President, Shaheed Vikrant

Youth Club, Village: Nala, PO: Gharota,

Distt. Gurdaspur.






      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur.





 Respondent

CC No. 1319 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Ram Lal, SEPO on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Shri Darshan Singh Salaria filed an application with the PIO of office of Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Pathankot on  04.03.2009. After getting no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission dated 05.05.2009 which was received in Commission office on 22.05.2009 against receipt No. 7472.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

The respondent states that some information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 1216, dated 27.03.2009.  The information relating to the complaint with the Police Post, Gharota, will be supplied to the complainant within a week’s time.  He has placed on record one copy of the 
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complaint  made to the Police Post, Gharota dated 16.01.2009 which is taken on record file.

3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:30-07-2009



State Information Commissioner
  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Shinder Pal Singh s/o Sh. Gurdev Singh,

House No. 5137, Bhai Kartar Singh Street,

Muktsar.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Council, Muktsar.





 Respondent

CC No. 529 /2009

Present:
Shri Shinder Pal Singh, complainant, in person and Shri 



H.S.Sidhu, Advocate, on behalf of complainant.



Shri Jagseer Singh, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties. 

2.

The requisite information has been supplied today in the court in our presence.  

3.

The ld.counsel, on behalf of complainant states that the Municipal Council may be directed to supply the copy of notification vide which it has become the owner of the land/ pond.  The respondent states that there is no such notification/ order vide which the Council has become the owner of the land in question.  However, he has produced one fax message received from the Assistant Municipal Engineer, Municipal Council, Muktsar, dated 30.07.2009 which states that Khasra No. 1170, Khatoni No. 1425/4520/1311/1 measuring 
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361 marlas and 31 feet which was within the red line of Municipal Council, Muktsar in the year 1964-65.  A copy of the fax is handed over to the complainant.

4.

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


5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:30-07-2009



State Information Commissioner
  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Balwinder Singh s/o Sh. Rachhpal Singh,

House No. 23, Kamaon Colony,

Naya Gaon, Distt. Mohali.





      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Dina Nagar, Distt. Gurdaspur.





 Respondent

CC No. 1282 /2009

Present:
None is present from both the side.

ORDER

1.

Shri Balwinder Singh, filed an application with the PIO of office of Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Dina Nagar. After getting no response he filed a complaint with the Commission dated 24.03.2009 which was received in Commission office on 25.03.2009 against receipt No. 4271.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 

2.

None is present from the complainant as well as respondent side. However, the Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Dinanagar  has supplied the information to the complainant vide his letter No. 275, dated 03.02.2009.  However, he has sent one more copy along with this letter with a copy to the Commission.  As the complainant is not present, he might have received the 
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information sent to him on 03.02.2009 and again on  03.07.2009.  He might be satisfied with the information as no intimation has been received from him in the Commission.

3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:30-07-2009



State Information Commissioner
  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Harminder Singh s/o Sh. Ajmer Singh,

Village: Lang,

Tehsil & Distt. Patiala.





      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Patiala.








 Respondent

CC No. 1309 /2009

Present:

Shri Harminder Singh, complainant, in person.




None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Harminder Singh filed an application dated 17.04.2009 with the PIO of office of District Development and Panchayat Officer, Patiala. After getting no response from the PIO he filed a complaint with the Commission on 22.05.2009 which was received in the Commission office the same day against diary No. 7510.  Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

On the request of complainant, the BDPO, Patiala, directed the Panchayat Secretary, Shri Jaswinder Singh, to supply the requisite information along with the copies of resolutions passed by Gram Panchayat, Lang, during the year 2002-2003 from pages 160 to 170 on 04.03.2009. Again the BDPO directed 
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Shri Jaswinder Singh to supply the information on 20.03.2009.  The complainant states that inspite of many visits made by him to the Panchayat Secretary and Sarpanch of village Lang, they did not supply any information. 

3.

It is directed that on the next date of hearing, the BDPO along with the Panchayat Secretary, Shri Jaswinder Singh,   Shri Harbans Singh, Sarpanch and Shri Bachan Singh, ex-Sarpanch  will attend the proceedings and bring the original record for the year 2002-2003.  Commission has taken a serious view that inspite of two letters written by the BDPO to the Panchayat Secretary, he has not supplied the information nor he is present in the Court today. 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 18-08-2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and the present Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Village Lang, Distt. Patiala.

Sd/-










Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:30-07-2009



State Information Commissioner
  



After the hearing is over, the BDPO, Patiala, alongwith the Superintendent and Panchayat Secretary, appear before the Commission.  He 
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submits the original record of Panchayat Lang which is taken on the record file  by the Commission to be shown to the complainant on the next date of hearing. However, the BDPO is exempted to attend the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing.









Sd/-







Surinder Singh







State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated:30-07-2009



State Information Commissioner
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;qh r[ow/b f;zx B/ b'e ;{uBk nfXekoh, rokw gzukfJs, ;/og[o, sfj;hb X{oh, fibk ;zro{o B{z gqshp/Bsh okjhA rokw gzukfJs dh d[ekB Bzpo 8, fi; B{z fe j[D 21 fbfynk iKdk j?, d/ feokJ/ d/ t/ot/ fwsh 01F05F1996 s'Z 28F02F2008 se d/D bJh wzr ehsh ;h. ;ogzu tb'A e'Jh th ;{uBk Bk d/D s/ f;ekfJsFeosk B/ ;{uBk efw;B B{z fwsh 14F5F09 B{z f;ekfJs ehsh i' fe efw;B dcso ftu vkfJoh Bzpo 7643 okjhA  fwsh 25F05F09 B{z gqkgs j'Jh. f;ekfJs eosk ns/ ;ogzu B{z nZi jkio j'D bJh B'fN; G/fink frnk. 

2

f;ekfJseosk nZi jkio j'fJnk id'A fe b'e ;{uBk nfXekoh r?oFjkio j?. f;ekfJseosk B/ dZf;nk fe ;ogzu e'b'A wzrh rJh ;{uBk T[; B{z 01F06-2009 B{z gqkgs j'Jh j?.









            ubdk gzBk 2

;hH;hHBzL 1327$2009




F2F

T[; B/ d'; bkfJnk fe ;qh sob'uB f;zx, ;ogzu, rokw gzukfJs, ;/og[o tb'A T[; B{z vokfJnk XwekfJnk th frnk ns/ wzrh rJh ;{uBk 30 fdBK dh pikJ/ fszB wjhB/ b/N fdZsh.  T[; B/ p/Bsh ehsh fe ;ogzu B{z ;{uBk n?eN nXhB pDdk i[owkBk ehsk ikt/ ns/ T[; B{z nkDFikD d/ feokJ/ ti'A w[nktik fdtkfJnk ikt/.  b'e ;{uBk nfXekohF ;ogzu B{z ekoD dZ;' B'fN; ikoh ehsk iKdk j? fe feT[[A Bk T[; fto[ZX ;{uBk nfXeko n?eN dh Xkok 20(1) d/ nXhB ekotkJh eod/ j'J/ b/N  ;{uBk d/D bJh 250 o[gJ/ gqshfdB d/ fj;kp Bkb i[owkBk bkfJnk ikt/  ns/ Xkok 19(8) (ph) nXhB  f;ekfJseosk B{z w[nktik fdZsk ikt/.  fJ; bJh ;ogzuFewF b'e ;{uBk nfXekoh, rokw gzukfJs, ;/og[o, fibk ;zro{o B{z jdkfJs ehsh iKdh j? fe T[j nrbh g/;h s/ ngDk jbcBkwk ( n?chv?ftN)  d//t/ fe feT[A Bk  T['; B{z i[owkBk bkfJnk ikt/ ns/ f;ekfJseosk B{z w[nktik fdZsk ikt/.  

3.

e/; dh nrbh ;[DtkJh fwsh 27F08F2009 B{z 10 ti/ ;t/o/  e'oN BzL 1 ftu    j't/rh.

4

j[ewK dh ekgh d't/A fXoK B{z G/ih ikt/. 









   ;jh$-








;[fozdo f;zx








    oki ;{uBk efw;Bo

     ;jh$-
;EkBL  uzvhrVQ





       dopkok f;zx ekjb'A

fwshL  30F07F2009




      oki ;{uBk efw;Bo 
