STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Lakha Singh Azad,

S/o Shri Masngal Singh,

V.P.O. Rayya Khurd, Ward No. 10,

Tehsil: Baba Bakala, District: Amritsar.




Appellant






Vs

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

Rayya, Tehsil: Baba Bakala, District: Amritsar.



 Respondent
AC - 988/2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.
Shri Baljit Singh, BDPO and Shri Kuldeep Singh, Superintendent,                     on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case Shri Lakha Singh filed an application with the BDPO-cum-PIO, Rayya on 11.05.2010 for seeking certain information. On getting no information, he filed first appeal with the Deputy Commissioner Amritsar on 21.06.2010. Again he sent to reminder to the BDPO, Rayya on 07.07.2010. On getting no response from the BDPO as well as from the First Appellate Authority, he filed  Second File with the Commission on 11.11.2010,  which was received in the Commission on 12.11.2010 against Diary No. 20911. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was sent to both the parties for today.
2.

Shri Baljit Singh, BDPO, states that the information is ready with him for supply to the Appellant. He further states that the Appellant was 
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 contacted on telephone on 15.12.2010 and was asked  to get the information but the Appellant replied that he is out of station and is unable to attend the proceedings on 16.12.2010.
3.

 A telephonic message has been received from the Appellant in the Commission expressing his inability to attend the proceedings on 16.12.2010 and requesting that the next hearing may be fixed on 30.12.2010. He has also informed that the information has not been supplied to him so far.

4.

A perusal of the information reveals that the information relating to Points 1, 2 and 3 is as per the demand of the Appellant but the information relating to Points 4, 5 and 6 is incomplete. Accordingly,  the BDPO, Rayya, is directed to supply the complete information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing  as per the deliberations held today in the court. 
5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 30.12.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the 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: 16. 12. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harnek Singh,

S/o Shri Kapoor Singh,

VPO: Rauni, Tehsil: Payal,

District: Ludhiana – 141415.





Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Registrar Cooperative Societies,

Punjab, Sector:17, Chandigarh.





 Respondent

AC - 974/2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 
Shri Om Parkash , Deputy Registrar-cum-PIO, Smt. Harbinder Kaur, Superintendent and Shri Inderjit Singh, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The  PIO states that the information is ready with him for handing over to the Appellant. Since the Appellant is not present, the Respondent-PIO is directed to send the information to the Appellant by registered post. The Appellant is directed to send his observations, if any,  to the PIO with a copy to the Commission.
2.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 06.01.2011 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 16. 12. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harnek Singh,

S/o Shri Kapoor Singh,

VPO: Rauni, Tehsil: Payal,

District: Ludhiana – 141415.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Registrar Cooperative Societies,

Punjab, Sector:17, Chandigarh.





 Respondent

AC - 975/2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 

Shri Om Parkash , Deputy Registrar-cum-PIO, Smt. Harbinder Kaur, Superintendent and Shri Inderjit Singh, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The  PIO states that the information is ready with him for handing over to the Appellant. Since the Appellant is not present, the Respondent-PIO is directed to send the information to the Appellant by registered post. The Appellant is directed to send his observations, if any,  to the PIO with a copy to the Commission.

2.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 06.01.2011 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 16. 12. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashwani Kumar Palia,

S/o Shri Kuldeep Chand,

Village: Singhpur, P.O. Nurpur Bedi,

Tehsil: Anandpur Sahib, District: Ropar.




Complainant







Vs

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

Nurpur Bedi, Tehsil: Anandpur Sahib,

District: Ropar.







 Respondent

CC - 3442/2010

Present:
Shri Ashwani Kumar Palia, Complainant, in person.
Shri Surinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent hands over the information relating to Points 1, 2 and 3 to the Complainant in the court today. He states that the information relating to Points 4, 5 and 6 will be supplied to the Complainant within 15 days. 
2.

The case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 30.12.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 16. 12. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hardev Singh,

Village: Dhupsari, 

P.O. Government Polytechnic College,

Batala, District: Gurdaspur.





Complainant







Vs

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

Batala, District: Gurdaspur.





 Respondent

CC - 3443/2010

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

1.

Since none is present on behalf of both the parties, one more opportunity is given to them to pursue their case and the  case is fixed for further hearing on 30.12.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.
2.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 16. 12. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurmeet Singh,

Village: Turan, Tehsil: Amloh,

District: Fatehgarh Sahib.






Complainant







Vs

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

Amloh, District: Fatehgarh Sahib.





 Respondent

CC - 3441/2010

Present:
Shri Gurmeet Singh,  Complainant, in person.

Shri Hari Chand Sharma, Panchayat Secretary, Shri Shamsher Singh, Sarpanch and Smt. Kamaljit Kaur, Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The information in respect of Cash Book(50 pages), MB(35 pages), Proceeding Register(180+133=313 pages) and Form No. 4(97+28=125 pages) is supplied to the Complainant in the court today. The Respondent states that the remaining information in respect of Stock Register, Bank Statement, Work Register and Muster Roll will be supplied to the Complainant on 20.12.2010. The Respondent further states that the birth certificate of Shri Amrinder Singh S/o Shri Amrik Singh is not available in their office and the Complainant may be directed to obtain it from the office of C.M.O. Fatehgarh Sahib. 

Contd……p/2

CC - 3441/2010



-2-
3.

The Complainant is directed to obtain the said birth certificate from the office of C.M.O., Fatehgarh Sahib. The Respondent is directed to supply the remaining information to the Complainant on 20.12.2010 and due receipt be taken from the Complainant and a copy of the receipt be sent to the Commission.

4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of orders  on 21.12.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 16. 12. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajesh Kumar s/o Sh. Mohinder Pal,

House No. 1529/9, Burail (Sector-45),

Chandigarh.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o PUDA, Patiala.







 Respondent

CC No. 3428 /2010

Present:
Shri Rajesh Kumar, complainant, in person.



Shri Jagdish Chand, Senior Assistant, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Rajesh Kumar filed an application with the PIO-cum-Estate Officer, PUDA, Patiala on 29-09-2010. After getting no response, he filed a complaint with the commission on 12.11.2010 which was received in the commission on the same day on 12.11.2010 against diary No. 20905. Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

Shri Jagdish Chand, Senior Assistant, on behalf of PIO-cum-Estate Officer, office of PUDA, Patiala, states that the application of the complainant was transferred to the Land Acquisition Collector-cum- Estate Officer, GMADA, Mohali vide letter No. 9814, dated 29.10.2010 under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act with a copy to the complainant to contact the LAC-cum-EO, GMADA, Mohali for 
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getting the information as per his application. But the said letter was received un- delivered on 20.11.2010 as the complainant was not available at home during the day time as he is a working person. Again another letter was sent on 08.12.2010 which has not yet been received by the complainant.  However, a photocopy of the letter dated 29.10.2010 is handed over to the complainant during the course of hearing in the court.

3.

As the application has been transferred to the concerned PIO under Section 6(3), notice of hearing be sent to the PIO of office of GMADA, Mohali. The PIO of office of PUDA, Patiala is exempted from further hearings. The case is fixed for further hearing on 30.12.2010 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. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:16-12-2010


         State Information Commissioner





CC:  PIO- Land Acquisition collector-cum- Estate officer, GMADA, 


         Mohali.

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Yadwinder Singh s/o Sh.Sulakh Singh,

VPO: Hari Ke Kalan, Distt. Muktsar.



      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Muktsar.








 Respondent

CC No. 3426 /2010

Present:
Shri Yadwinder Singh, complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Shri Yadwinder Singh filed an application with the PIO of office of Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Muktsar and asked information  for :-



(i) issuance of certified copies of record of grant issued for 



development of water works of village Hari Ke Kalan, district 



Muktsar for session 2003 to 2008.



(ii) expenses incurred on development of water works.



(iii) Bills charged from different consumer month-wise, complete 


detail from 2003 to 2008.



(iv)  Record of bills of water works motor installed in village Hari Ke 

                 Kalan.

After getting no information, he filed a complaint with the commission under Section 18 along with Indian Postal Order of Rs. 100/- which was received in the commission office on 11-11-2010 against diary No. 20859. Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
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2.

None is present on behalf of respondent.

3.

The Indian Postal Order No. 22A- 134478 amounting to Rs.100/- attached with the complaint, is returned to the complainant during the course of hearing. The complainant states that he has visited the office of Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Muktsar and the Panchayat Secretary, Shri Gurdas Singh. Inspite of his several visits, no information has been given to him. On the perusal of the complaint filed by the complainant, it reveals that he has demanded the information relating to the development of water works at Hari Ke Kalan village during the period from 2003 to 2008. Shri Gurmeet Singh Brar, BDPO, Muktsar is directed to supply the information as per the application of complainant and he should get the requisite information collected from the other public authorities who have constructed the water works in the village.  If need be, he should transfer the application under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 to the concerned public authority.  It is also clear that the information is late by more than four months. A show cause notice is issued to the BDPO, Muktsar.

 4.            I, therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIO ( Shri Gurmeet Singh Brar, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Muktsar )  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 



Contd..p/3

CC-3426/2010                              -3-

this order with a copy to the opposite party.

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 04-01-2011 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:16-12-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shrimati sukhbir Kaur w/o Sh.Jasbir Singh,

Village: Teemowal, Block Jandiala Guru,

Distt. Amritsar- 143119.





      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Jandiala Guru, Distt. Amritsar.





 Respondent

CC No. 3421  /2010

Present:
Mrs. Sukhbir Kaur and Shri Ajit Singh, Member Panchayat, the 


complainants, in person.



Ms. Paramjit Kaur, BDPO, Jandiala Guru and Shri Ram Tasveer 

Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of respondent. 

ORDER

1.

Ms. Sukhbir Kaur and Shri Ajit Singh, Panchayat Members filed an application with the District Development and Panchayat Officer, Amritsar, on 26.05.2010. After getting no information, they filed a complaint with the commission on 03.09.2010 which was received in the commission office on 07.09.2010 against diary No. 17323. Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to BDPO, Jandiala Guru and other party for today.

2.

Heard both the parties.

3.

Ms. Paramjit Kaur, BDPO, Jandiala Guru states that she has received the reference of complaint against the Sarpanch of Gram Panchayat, Teemowal. She has kept a visit to village Teemowal on Tuesday, the 21-12-2010
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where she has directed the Junior Engineer, Panchayati Raj and other members of Gram Panchayat and villagers to be present there for conducting the inquiry. She states that after the enquiry, the report will be sent to the complainants through competent authority.

4.

On the assurance of BDPO, present in the court, that after the inquiry is completed, information will be supplied to the complainants and the case may be closed.  Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of.  If however, the inquiry report is not received by both the panches, Ms. Sukhbir Kaur and Shri Ajit Singh, they can approach the commission again.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:16-12-2010


         State Information Commissioner



