      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajnesh Saini s/o Sh.Ami chand Saini,

House No. 277, Sector 7, Chandigarh.



      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Sector 62, SAS Nagar.






 Respondent

CC No. 3703 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Sanjeev Rabra, AEO, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant.

2.

Shri Rajnesh Saini filed an application with the Estate Officer-cum- PIO of office of GMADA, Mohali, on 21.10.2010 and asked information on seven points in relation to the No objection certificate issued in the purchase of plot No. 1004, Sector-68, SAS Nagar.  The PIO transferred the application to the Assistant Estate Officer-cum-APIO under section 5(5) to deal with the application and supply the information to the complainant as per his demand.  After getting no information, he filed a complaint with the commission on 26.11.2010 which was received in the commission office on 08.12.2010 against diary No. 22361. Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 

3.

Shri Sanjeev Rabra, Assistant Estate Officer-cum-APIO states that 











Contd..p/2

CC-3703/2010



-2-

the information was supplied to the complainant vide memo No. GMADA-EO-2010/43076, dated 23.11.2010 through post which was received back in his office as the dispatcher has written wrong address of the complainant on the envelope.  He further states that the same information was sent to the complainant again vide letter dated 12.01.2011 along with the documents of information dated 23.11.2010 which is placed on the case file.

4.

On the perusal of the information supplied,  it reveals that the information from para No. 1 to 7 has been provided by the PIO. Now the complainant can approach the court of law for the redressal of his grievance, if any. 

5.

Since the requisite information has been supplied, the case is closed and disposed of. 
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                    Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Ms. Neelam Khullar w/o sh. Ram Lal,

Chakri Mohalla, Bassi Pathanan,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib- 140412.




      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o State Transport Commissioner,

Jeevan Deep Building, Sector-17, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 3731 /2010

Present:
Ms. Neelam Khullar, complainant, in person.



Shri Jagdeep Singh Brar, ADTO-cum-PIO and Shri Harpreet 


Singh, Sectional Officer, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Ms. Neelam Khullar filed an application with the PIO of office of State Transport commissioner on 11.06.2010 and asked action taken report on her letters giving letter numbers and dates.  The PIO, vide letter dated 15.06.2010, asked Ms. Khullar that the information demanded by her is not clear. Please ask for the specific information. Again, vide her letter dated 18.06.2010, she furnished list of letters along with their number and dates as received in the office of State Transport Commissioner. The PIO referred the case to the Deputy Controller, Finance & Accounts vide letter No. STC/PIO/612/19872, dated 23.06.2010 under Section 5(4), a photocopy of which is placed in the case file. The information was supplied to the complainant vide letter No. STC/RTI/PIO/ 
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27492, dated 27.08.2010 through registered letter.  No satisfied with the information supplied, she filed a complaint with the commission on10-12-2010 which was received in the commission office on the same day against diary No. 22519.  Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

Heard both the parties.

3.

Shri Harpreet Singh, Section Officer of Deputy Controller of Finance and Accounts Branch, states that earlier the seats of DCFA and S.O. were vacant, so the information could not be supplied to the complainant earlier and her arrear bill of pay and G.P. Account could not be prepared.  Now they have prepared the arrear bill which has to be got approved from the Department of Finance through Administrative Secretary being old for more than three years. As regards the payment of her G.P.Fund for the period of 1978, the case has been letter to the Accountant General, Punjab on 16.12.1982 for the final withdrawal of her amount which is pending.  He further states that a demi-official letter from State Transport Commissioner will be written to the Accountant General, Punjab about the sanction of GP Fund amount of Ms. Neelam Khullar. The respondent further states that she may be directed to attend to his office on any working day so that her final payments of arrear of pay as well as increments are sorted out and the final sanction be got from the Finance Department through 
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the Administrative Secretary.  Ms. Neelam Khullar is directed to visit the office of 

State Transport Commissioner on any working day from 11.00 AM to 3.00 PM.  Since the action taken report as per her application has been supplied to the complainant, the case is closed and disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                       Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Ms. Harpreet Kaur w/o Sh. Devinder Kumar,

Village: Kangar, PO: Basali,

Distt. Ropar.







      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Ropar.








 Respondent

CC No. 3728 /2010

Present:
Shri Radha Krishan on behalf of complainant.



Shri Nitname Singh, Clerk, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Ms. Harpreet Kaur filed an application with the PIO of office of District Development and Panchayat Officer, Ropar on 23.08.2010 and asked specific information about the letter issued  vide  whw' BzL 4 (19) 2002-yHgH-2/ -290, uzvhrVQ fwsh 20-1-2004 issued  by the Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of Rural Development and Panchayats and other letter No. 121-DA/CLY/1, dated 14-01-2008 issued by the office of DDPO, Ropar. After getting no response, she filed a complaint with the commission on 02.12. 2010 which was received in the commission office on 10.12.2010 against diary No. 22632. Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

The respondent states that the letter dated 20.01.2004 is not 
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available in the office of District Development and Panchayat Officer, Ropar. However, a copy of sanction letter dated 14.01.2008 is available with the respondent and a photocopy of the same is handed over to the complainant during the course of hearing. Respondent is directed to collect the copy of letter dated 20.01.2004 from the office of Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Mohali and to supply the same to the complainant. The respondent assured the commission that the  copy of letter dated 20.01.2004 will be supplied to the complainant within a week and pleads that the case may be closed. 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:25-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Ms. Gulbir Kaur,

House No. 2265, Sector 64 (Phase-x),

SAS Nagar.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal, Government Medical

College, Patiala.







 Respondent

CC No. 3713 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Dr. Harinder Singh, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

The respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. RTI/Pharma/ 28, dated 24.01.2011 a copy of which is taken on case file.  A telephonic message is  received from the complainant that she has received the information and pleads that the case may be closed.

2.

Since the 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:25-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurbinder Singh,

House No. HL-84, Phase-I,

SAS Nagar- 160055.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director,

Punjab Land Development &

Reclamation Corpn, SCO No. 835-36,

Sector 22-A, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No. 1678 /2010

Present:
Shri Gurbinder Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri J.K.Dixit, General Manager-cum- PIO, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The respondent places on record photocopies of letter issued vide Memo No. 20/20/2002-Agri.2(7)/ 76, dated 05.01.2011 and ATA No./ 396(II)06, dated 17-01-2011 and copies of which are also supplied to the complainant in the court during hearing.  The respondent states that as soon as the necessary funds are received, the  payment will be made and pleads that the case may be closed.

3.

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

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                     Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Mahavir Singh s/o Sh.Mohinder Singh,

House No. 436, Phase-II, Urban Estate,

Dugri, Ludhiana.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Administrator, PUDA,

Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana.





 Respondent

CC No. 3727 /2010

Present:
Shri Mahavir Singh along with Shri Sarbjit Singh, Advocate, on 

his behalf.



Shri Gurmukh Singh and Shri Daljeet Singh, on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The respondent states that the information was supplied to the complainant vide letter No. CA-GLADA-Ldh-10/3257, dated 26.11.2010. The ld. Counsel of complainant pleads that the information is incomplete. After arguments the respondent states that as per deliberations held in the court, the information will be supplied.  The respondent further states that some information is to be collected from the office of Chief Town Planner and PUDA, Mohali, so the case may be adjourned at least for one month.

3.

As per deliberations held, it is directed that complete record of colonies falling in village Dhandra along with plans, for which the payment is to 
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be made by the complainant, as per rates approved by PUDA,  be supplied to the complainant. The ld. Counsel of complainant states that he will collect the plans from the office of GLADA, Ludhiana on any working day from 11 AM after one week. The respondent further states that the remaining information will be collected from the concerned quarters and will be supplied within a period of one month and pleads that the case may be adjourned  for one month.

4.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 24.02.2011 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:25-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Harbhajan Singh s/o Sh.Balwant Singh,

Village: Giljian, PO: Miani,

Distt. Hoshiarpur- 144202.





      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Tanda, Distt. Hoshiarpur.






 Respondent

CC No. 3724 /2010

Present:
Shri Harbhajan Singh, complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

The requisite information has been supplied to the complainant by the BDPO, Tanda vide letter No. 43, dated 20.01.2011 in which he has stated that :-



“  fe SZgV tkbh irQk g{oh eto BjhA  j?. fJ; irQk s/ b'eK B/ BikfJi 


epi/ ehs/ j'J/ jB fJ; bJh fJj ;oNhche/N BjhA fdZsk ik ;edk fe SZgV 


tkbh irQk ;koh dh ;koh ykbh j? ns/ w"e/ g{oh j?. ” 

2.

The complainant is directed to approach the Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur to get the encroached land vacated. Since the 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:25-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Agya Ram s/o Sh. Anand Ram,

VPO: Nainwan, Distt. Hoshiarpur.-144523.


      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Garhshanker, Distt. Hoshiarpur.





 Respondent

CC No. 3735 /2010

Present:
Shri Agya Ram, complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Shri Agya Ram filed an application with the PIO of Block Development and Panchayat Officer on 21.09.2010. The BDPO supplied the information vide letter No. 5305, dated 01.11.2010. Not satisfied with the information supplied, the complainant filed a complaint with the commission dated nil which was received in the commission office on 10.12.2010 against diary No. 22487. Accordingly, the notice of hearing was sent to both the parties for today. 

2.

From the perusal of information supplied, it reveals that the information is incomplete and it is not as per the demand of complainant.  The Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Garhshanker is directed to be present in the court on the next date of hearing along with the information as per
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 the demand of the complainant from serial No. 1 to 6 within a period of 15 days. The case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 15.02.2011 in court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 

2. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and (i) Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur and (ii) District Development and Panchayat Officer, Hoshiarpur to direct the BDPO, Garhshanker to supply the information to the complainant and to be present in the court  on the said date and time.









                      Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner




CC:
(i)  
Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur.

3. District Development & Panchayat Officer, Hoshiarpur. 

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurvinder Singh s/o Sh. Puran Singh,

Village: Hakim Baig, PO: Samra via Fatehgarh Churian,

Distt. Gurdaspur – 143602.




      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Education Officer (Elementary),

Patiala.








 Respondent

CC No. 3569 /2010

Present:
Shri Gurvinder Singh along with Shri Surinder Singh Chatamli, 

Advocate.



None is present on behalf of respondent.


ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 14.01.2011 when directions were issued to the PIO of office of District Education Officer (Elementary), Patiala, to supply the requisite information to the complainant. Neither the information has been supplied nor any representative of respondent is present in the court for the second time.

2.
The commission has taken a very serious view of this lapse on the part of respondent-PIO and  I, therefore, call upon the Respondent-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 RTI Act, for the detriment and loss suffered by him on account of delay 
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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.

3.

The case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on  22.02.2011 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:25-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Pala Singh Namberdar,

s/o Sh. Ujagar Singh,

Village: Jhanda Bagga nawan, PO: Fatehgarh-

Panjtoor, Distt. Ferozepur.





      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Makhu, Distt. Ferozepur.






 Respondent

CC No. 3699  /2010

Present:
None is present from complainant as well as respondent side.

ORDER

1.

Since none is present from the complainant as well as respondent side, one more chance is given to both the parties and case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 22.02.2011 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
2.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                   Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Avtar Singh s/o Sh. Sant Singh,

105, Walia Enclave opp. Panjabi University,

Patiala.







     Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o (i) District Development & Panchayat Officer,

           Patiala.

FAA: (ii) District Development & Panchayat Officer,

           Patiala.







 Respondent

AC No. 1133 /2010

Present:
Shri Avtar Singh, appellant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Avtar Singh filed an application with the PIO of office of District Development & Panchayat Officer, Patiala on 29.06.2010 and asked information:


(i)
List and all relating documents of illegal possessors and copies of 


their Bians (statements)  against whom a case has been got 



registered with the DDPO as collector to get shamlat land vacated. 

(ii) copies of documents submitted to DDPO and Bians etc of all respondents of my petition dated 15.06.2010.

4. Copy of letter sent by DDPO to the Director, Rural Development 


and Panchayats, Punjab recommending the suspension of 



sarpanch- Ms. Kirpal Kaur- Salempur Naggal in etag hat scandal 


in January, 2009. 

After getting no response, he filed a first appeal with the ADC(Development) on 
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05.08.2010. ADC (D) directed the DDPO to supply the information vide his letter

dated 16.08.2010. The office of DDPO supplied the information relating to serial no. 2 and 3 but did not supply the remaining information.  After getting incomplete information, he filed a second appeal with the Commission on 23.10.2010 which was received in commission office on 28.10.2010 against diary No. 20210.  Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to all the parties for today.

2.

None is present on behalf of respondent.  The appellant states that he has received the information against para No. 2 and 3 from the office of ADC(D), however, information relating to para No. 1 has not still been supplied. He further states that he met DDPO many times but he has not supplied the information. Keeping in view the fact that the appellant has demanded the information in public interest, I, therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIO (Shri D.S.Virk, DDPO, (Patiala)  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 written submission 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 adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 22.02.2011 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties through registered post. 

                      Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sat Narain Bansal,

30-G Gobind Nagar, Patiala.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Sector 62, SAS Nagar. 






 Respondent

CC No. 3738 /2010

Present:
Shri Sat Narain Bansal, complainant, in person.



Shri Chet Ram Administrative Officer, Shri Sandeep Kumar, 


A.E. and Shri Baldev Singh, Draftsman, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

The requisite information has been supplied in the court today during the hearing. 

2.

Since the 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:25-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Shamsher Singh s/o Sh. Pritam Singh,

VPO: Otalan, Distt. Ludhiana.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Samrala, Distt. Ludhiana.






 Respondent

CC No. 3752  /2010

Present:
Shri Shamsher Singh, complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Shamsher Singh filed an application with the PIO of office of Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Samrala on 17.08.2010 and asked information in connection with the construction of Khera darwaza (Dhee Dhiani) at village Otalan, Distt. Ludhiana. Thereafre, he sent two reminders on 05.10.2010 and 10.11.2010. After getting no information he filed a complaint with the commission on 29.11.2010 which was received in commission office on 10.12.2010 against diary No. 22612. Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 

2.

The complainant states that despite his sending two reminders to the BDPO, he has not been supplied the requisite information. The BDPO has not transferred his application to the concerned Sarpanch/ Panchayat Secretary. 
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3.

Since the information is already late by more than six months,          I, therefore, call upon the Respondent-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 RTI Act, for the detriment and loss suffered by him on account of delay in the supply of information.  The respondent is directed to be present in the court along with information to be supplied to the complainant, and also 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.

4.

The case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 22.02.2011 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. 

                    Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner




CC:
(i)
Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana;

(ii) District Development and Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana, to direct the BDPO, Samrala to be present in the court on the abovesaid date along with the requisite information.

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Pardeep Kumar s/o Sh.Inderjit Singh,

House No. 67-C, Gali No. 17,

New Pawan Nagar, Amritsar.




      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o The Amritsar Central Cooperative Bank Ld.,

Raja Sansi Branch, Amritsar.





 Respondent

CC No. 3732 /2010

Present:
Shri Pardeep Kumar along with Shri Anil Chawla, Advocate.



None is present on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

The ld. Counsel on behalf of complainant states that the respondent has not received the letter of hearing notice issued by the C0mmission,  rather he has re- directed the same to the address of complainant. The ld. Counsel further states that he has sent reminders to the respondent-PIO i.e. the Manager, The Amritsar Central Cooperative Bank Ltd., Raja Sansi Branch, Amritsar but he has not got any information from the PIO.

2.

From the perusal of complaint, it reveals that Shri Pardeep Kumar has got financed The Ford Ikon vehicle bearing registration No. PB-02-9339 for the amount of Rs. 4,76,000/-  from the above-said bank. He has sought the information as under :-
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(i) Copy of statement of accounts with interest up-to date;

(ii) Details of total amount paid and the status of the car whether sold or not, and if sold, the name of the person to whom it was sold; and

(iii) Copy of the circular of Reserve Bank of India regarding the concession to be given to such account as per Sardar Associates case decided by Hon’ble Supreme Court.  

The complainant further states that he wants to get the information to settle all the dues as pending against him.  The complainant has demanded specific information regarding his loan case and he has every legitimate right to have the information from the bank authorities .

3.

It is directed that on the next date of hearing, Shri Parminder Singh  Manager-cum-PIO of the Amritsar Central Cooperative Bank Ltd., Raja Sansi Branch, Amritsar will attend the proceedings in person along with the information to be supplied to the complainant.  

4.

The orders be sent through registered post along with the letter of hearing notice and its enclosures received back through the complainant. The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.02.2011 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 to Registrar, Cooperative Socieites, Punjab and The Managing Director, Punjab State Cooperative Bank Ltd., Chandigarh.








                    Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner



CC-3732/2010
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CC:
(i)
The Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab, 17 Bays building, 


Sector 17, Chandigarh;

(ii) Managing Director, Punjab State Cooperative Bank Ltd.,

           SCO No. 175-187, Sector 34A, Chandigarh, 




to direct Shri Parminder Singh, Manager, The Amritsar Central Cooperative Bank Ltd., Raja Sansi Branch, Amritsar to be present in the court on the next date of hearing.

