STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagdish Singh,

Village: Korewala Kalan,

Tehsil & District: Moga.






Complainant







Vs

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

 Respondent

CC - 3198/2010

Present:
Shri Navinderjit Singh Dandiwal, Advocate for the Complainant.

Shri Gurdaul Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Gurdaul Singh, Panchayat Secretary, hands over the requisite information to the Counsel for the Complainant today in the court during course of hearing. 

3.

Ld. Counsel states that as per Para 2 of the order of the Commission dated 23.11.2010 the Respondent had given a false statement which was verified in the court by contacting the Complainant on telephone.  He further states that as per directions given by the Commission neither the B.D.P.O. Moga  is not present today in the court nor any  written submission has been made by her. Taking a serious view of the  disobedience of the orders of 
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the Commission by the B.D.P.O., Smt. Jaswinder Kaur, Block Development and 
Panchayat Officer, Moga  is directed to be present in court on the next date of hearing and send her written submission within 15 days  to explain reasons as to why penalty be not imposed on her for the delay in the supply of information, which is late for more than 6 months and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him in obtaining information in the instant case under Section 19(8)(b) of the R.T.I. Act, 2005.
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 20.01.2011 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: 28. 12. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

CC:
Smt. Jaswinder Kaur, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Moga.
                       


  


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Boota Ram,

S/o Shri Sant Ram,

Village: Boparai, Block: Nadala,

Tehsil: Bhulath, District: Kapurthala.




Complainant






Vs

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

Nadala, District: Kapurthala.





 Respondent
CC - 1946/2010

Present:
Shri Boota Ram S/o Shri Sant Ram, Complainant, in person and Shri Boota Ram S/o Shri Shadi Ram, on behalf of the, Complainant.
Shri Mohinder Singh, Panchayat Officer and Shri Baljit Singh, V.D.O., on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Nadala has conducted an inquiry and the Respondent submits the Inquiry Report, which is taken on record and one copy of the Inquiry Report, duly authenticated by the competent authority, is handed over to the Complainant in the court today,  during course of hearing as per his demand.
3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 28. 12. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
                         

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Lakhbir Singh,

S/o Shri Angrej Singh,

Village: Jhok Hari Har,

Tehsil & Distrtict: Ferozepur.





Complainant







Vs

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

Ferozepur.








 Respondent
CC -  3216/2010

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

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 23.11.2010, when the Complainant was directed to inspect the record and identify the documents required by him. The  PIO was directed to supply the documents, identified by  the Complainant after the inspection of the record,  and  inform the Commission. The case was fixed for today for the confirmation of the orders.

2.

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

3.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 28. 12. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

                         

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mohinder Singh,

S/o Shri Veer Singh,

# 39, Nehru Colony,

Majitha Road, Amritsar.






Complainant







Vs

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

Amritsar.








 Respondent

CC - 1947/2010

Present:
Shri  Lakhbir Singh, on behalf of the   Complainant. 

Shri Harjit Singh, V.D.O., Block: Verka, District: Amritsar, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The lay-out Plan alongwith Jama Bandi is handed over to the representative of the Complainant in the court today from the office file,  during course of hearing. 

3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 28. 12. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Angrej Singh,

S/ Shri Dilbagh Singh,

V.P.O.: Khilchiyan,

Tehsil: Baba Bakala, 

District: Amritsar – 143111.





Complainant







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

Rayya, District: Amritsar.






 Respondent

CC - 3076/2010

Present:
Shri  Angrej Singh, Complainant, in person.

Shri Harmanmeet Singh, Samiti Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the information has been sent to the Complainant on 23.12.2010 by registered post. The Complainant states that he has not received the information till date. Accordingly, one photo copy of the same is supplied to the Complainant in the Court today. It is directed that the  Complainant will  go  through the information supplied to him today  and will send his observations, if any, to the Respondent with a copy to the Commission within 15 days.
2.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, neither Shri Baljit Singh, BDPO, Rayya is present today nor his  written submission has been 
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received. Therefore, Shri Baljit Singh, BDPO, Rayya is again directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing and make his written submission giving reasons as to why penalty  @ Rs. 250/- per  day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- is not imposed upon him for the delay of more than 9 months  in the supply of information otherwise decision will be taken in his absence.
3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 20.01.2011 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 28. 12. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
CC:

Shri Baljit Singh, Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

 Rayya, District: Amritsar.
                       


  


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Gurcharan Singh,

S/o Shri Jawala Singh,

Village: Rauli,  Block: 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 - 3022/2010

Present:
Shri Gurcharan Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Balbir Singh, VDO,    on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 11.11.2010,  when Shri Balbir Singh, VDO,  had brought the requisite information for supply to the Complainant. As the Complainant was not present, Shri Balbir Singh  was directed to send the requisite information to the Complainant by registered post.
2.

The Complainant states that he has received no information till date. Shri Balbir Singh states that the information has been sent to the Complainant by registered post on 27.12.2010. It is strange that the information has been sent to the Complainant on 27.12.2010 when Shri Balbir Singh  was directed to do so 11.11.2010 . It is a serious lapse on the  part of Shri Balbir Singh. 
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3.

Accordingly, Shri Jastinder Singh, Block Development and 
Panchayat Officer, Nurpur Bedi is directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith his written submission explaining reasons as to why penalty @ Rs. 250/- per  day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- is not imposed upon him under the provisions of R.T.I. Act, 2005  for the delay of more than 6 months  in the supply of information.
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 20.01.2011 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: 28. 12. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

CC:
Shri Jastinder Singh, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Nurpur Bedi, Tehsil: Anandpur Sahib, Disrtrict: Ropar.
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Avtar Singh s/o Sh. Labh Singh,

Village: Siayu, PO: sohana,

Distt. SAS Nagar.






      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Kharar, Distt. SAS Nagar.






 Respondent

CC No. 2825  /2010

Present:
Shri Avtar Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Balwinder Singh, BDPO, Kharar, on behalf of respondlent.
ORDER

1.

Shri Balwinder Singh, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Kharar states that his office has approached the Civil Courts, Kharar.  The Record Clerk of Court room, Kharar has stated that the record in the instant case is not available in the record file. Only photocopies exist in the file. The BDPO further states that he has with him copies of jamabandi along with copy of FIR lodged with the Police against the villagers who have encroached upon the village common land. The copy of FIR and Fard, duly authenticated, is supplied to the complainant during the course of hearing.  The complainant pleads that an inquiry be got conducted against Shri Karam Singh, ex-sarpanch and others who have encroached upon the village land.











Contd..p/2

CC-2825/2010



-2-

2.

The complainant states that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him and pleads that the case be closed. The case is, therefore, closed and disposed of.  It is further directed that a copy of the orders be sent to the Director, Rural Development and Panchayats to get the enquiry conducted as per orders dated 14.10.2010.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:28-12-2010


         State Information Commissioner




CC:

Director, Rural Development and Panchayats,Punjab,




Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, SAS Nagar, Mohali.

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Bhagwan Singh s/o Sh. Arjan Singh,

VPO: Harpal pur, Tehsil Rajpura,

Distt. Patiala.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Manager, The Rajpura Primary Cooperative

Agricultural Development Bank, Rajpura,

Distt. Patiala.







 Respondent

CC No. 3024 /2010

Present:
Shri Bhagwan Singh, complainant, in person.



`Shri Girish Mittal, Manager and Shri A.S. Bhinder, Advocate, 


on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Girish Mittal, Manager, places on record information running into six pages in the court and further states that  information has also been sent through registered post which has been received by the complainant, who confirms in the court. 

3.

The perusal of information supplied reveals that the respondent has supplied the photocopies of the cash book of the loan account of Shri Avtar Singh from 04-04-1991 along with statements of interest accrued from the date till 31-03-2009.  An amount of Rs. 24135/- has been shown as interest whereas the complainant has demanded statement of principal amount of Rs. 6580/- and interest amount of Rs. 3780/- . It is, therefore, directed that the Manager, PADB, 
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Rajpura will get the authenticated copy of the above- mentioned amount from the PADB, Ghanour vide which the summons were issued by the Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Rajpura and Shri Avtar Singh was arrested and remained in jail for ten days and he was let off by the police without any action by the police as well as by the Assistant Registrar.  The respondent will explain in detail the reasons available in the domain of public authority as to how the complainant was released without taking any action against him and since then the amount of interest has increased to Rs. 24135/-.

4.

It is, therefore, directed that the Manager, PADB, Rajpura and Ghanour will supply the information regarding amount of Rs. 6580/- of principal amount and Rs. 3780/- of the interest to the complainant before the next date of hearing.  Manager, PADB, Ghanour is directed to bring the original record relating to the year 1997 when the summons were issued to the complainant.

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 01-02-2011 in court NO. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.    
6.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:28-12-2010


         State Information Commissioner





CC: 

Manager,  The Primary Cooperative Agricultural 




Development Bank Ltd. Ghanour, Distt. Patiala. 

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Hitender Jain,

c/o Resurgence India, 903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana- 141001.




     Appellant




  


Vs

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

Juneja Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC No. 304 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri M.S.Aujla, CTP, Shri Jagdish Kumar, Superintendent, 


Local Govt.-III Branch and Shri Paramjit Singh,  




Superintendent, o/o DLG, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of appellant.

2.

Shri Paramjit Singh, Superintendent, office of Director Local Govt. places on record a copy of notification  No.  4v;;-w;;-1037445, fwsh 27-12-2010 issued by the Government  appointing PIOs of different branches in the Department of Local Government. He further states that the letters have been issued by the Government, therefore, the PIO of office of Principal Secretary to Govt, Punjab, Department of Local Govt. will authenticate the notifications issued by the LG-IV branch.  In this regard, o/o DLG has sent a letter to the 
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Additional Secretary (S), Local Government vide letter No.  4v;;-qw;;-10/37436,

fwsh 27-12-2010  to authenticate the letters appointing PIOs as the subject- matter relates to the government. Shri Jagdish Kumar, Superintendent-cum-PIO, LG-III branch states that he has received the letter only yesterday from the office of DLG and pleads that the case may be adjourned at least for one month so that the necessary written submission can be submitted explaining the reasons for the delay in supplying the information.

3.

Case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 20-01-2011 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. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:28-12-2010


         State Information Commissioner




CC:

(i) 
PIO office of Principal Secretary to Govt, Punjab,

Department of Local Government, Mini Sectt. Sector-9, Chandigarh.
(ii) PIO of office of Director, Local Government, Punjab,

  
 Juneja Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Mandeep Singh Chauhan

s/o Sh. Baldev Singh, VPO: Goslan,

Distt. Ludhiana.






      Appellant




  


Vs

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

Samrala, Distt. Ludhiana.






 Respondent

AC No. 861 /2010

Present:
Shri Mandeep Singh Chauhan, appellant, in person.



Shri Baljinder Singh Grewal, BDPO, Samrala, on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Baljinder Singh Grewal, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Samrala states that he has visited the village on 04.12.2010. However, he cannot get the needful done as he has not got the Farad from the Patwari.  Now he has got Latha and fard from the patwari. He pleads that the case may be adjourned for one month so that he could get the nishandehi done.

3.

The complainant places on record photocopies of resolutions passed by gram Panchayat, Goslan on 15-04-2007, 13-05-2007, 15-05-2007 and 17-05-2007 in the court in which he states that Shri Amarjit Sharma, Panchayat Secreary, has signed in the resolution register whereas on the last date of hearing, he has stated  that he was in hospital. In this regard, the BDPO will get 
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an enquiry conducted to ascertain as to whether the Panchayat Secretary was in the hospital on the said dates, and if was in the hospital, how he signed the resolutions of gram Panchayat, Goslan.  The photocopies of resolutions are handed over to the BDPO, Samrala, in the court today for his perusal during investigations.

4.

On the request of BDPO, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 01-02-2011 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:28-12-2010


         State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurvinder Singh s/o Sh.Saudagar Singh,

Village: Lohgarh, PO: Mithewal,

Distt. Barnala.






      Appellant




  


Vs

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

Mehal Kalan, Distt. Barnala.





 Respondent

AC No. 505 & CC No. 2794 /2010

Present:
Shri Gurvinder Singh, appellant, in person.



Mrs. Baljeet Kaur, BDPO, Mehal Kalan,  Shri Jaswant Singh, 


former BDPO, Mehal Kalan now at Raikot, Smt. Jarnail Kaur, 


Sarpanch, Shri Parminder Singh,  Panch and Shri Sarup Singh, 

Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri Jaswant Singh, the then BDPO, Mehal Kalan now at Raikot, is present in the court who states that due to the sudden death of his grand-father, he could not attend to the application of the appellant.  However, he has marked the application to the Panchayat secretary to supply the information. The requisite information has been supplied to the appellant on 02-12-2010 fully to his satisfaction.

3.

Shri Jaswant Singh, BDPO, Raikot, submits  his written submission which is taken on record.  I am satisfied with the written submission of 
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Shri Jaswant Singh, BDPO. However,  BDPO, Mehal Kalan is directed to issue a warning to Shri Sarup Singh, Panchayat secretary to be more careful in future in dealing with the RTI cases.

4.

Since the requisite information stands supplied, the cases are  disposed of. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:28-12-2010


         State Information Commissioner



 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Achhar Singh Ramgarhia,

Sant Nagar, Naushehra Road, Mukerian- 144211,

Distt. Hoshiarpur.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Nagar Council, Mukerian,

Distt. Hoshiarpur.







 Respondent

CC No. 1789  /2009

Present:
Shri Achhar Singh Ramgarhia, complainant, in person.



Shri Jasbir Singh Mahi, Tehsildar, Mukerian and Shri Adarsh 


Kumar, Executive Officer, M.C. Mukerian, on behalf of 



respondent.
ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Jasbir Singh Mahi, Tehsildar, Mukerian produced the record relating to the year 1911-12 and Sazra (Latha) for the year 1911-12.  The perusal of the record reveals that the Khasra No. 188 is the village abadi which falls within the Lal Dora (lal Lakir). Tehsildar further states that he has written to  higher authorities that he has no power to do the nishandehi of the land falling within Lal Lakir of the village. He further states that the village Tikhowal has been merged in the Municipal Council, Mukerian as far back as in the year 1950. However, EO, MC, Mukerian states that the exact date of merger is not known to him. The common land of the village vests with the Municipal Council for all
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 intents and purposes and the land/ houses/ shops etc are also vested with the Council for the purpose of revenue record.

3.

The complainant, Shri Achhar Singh Ramgarhia, also perused the record brought by the Tehsildar in the court.  He has also seen the old register of ;jamabandi for the year 2007-08 along with sazra (latha).  He states that his land has been encroached upon by the land mafia for which the registry has been executed by the Tehsildar, Mukerian.  Tehsildar states that he has executed the registry only in the name of person who has produced the documents from the land owner and after getting the requisite record from the Municipal Council.  And no  registry has been executed by him without the requisite record. Shri Achhar Singh has also approached the local and higher officers such as Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur, Commissioner, Jalandhar Division and Financial Commissioner, Revenue, Punjab for getting his land vacated from land mafia.  He has also approached the Local Court and the case has been fixed for hearing on 07-01-2011. However, he has not got  stay from the court. 

4.

In view of the above, the complainant is directed to get the stay from the court in this regard so that no registry is executed by the Tehsildar, Mukerian in future.  With these directions, the case is  disposed of. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:28-12-2010


         State Information Commissioner

