STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Jagtar Singh, Panchayat Secretary,

Block Bhawanigarh, District Sangrur.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Sangrur.





________________ Respondent

CC No.  380    of 2008

Present:-
(i)
None on behalf of the complainant.



(ii)
Shri Akbar Alli, Panchayat Officer, Bhawanigarh on behalf of the 



respondent-department.


ORDER



Shri Akbar Alli appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that the information asked for by the complainant has not yet been supplied to him.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 2.6.2008.  The asked for information be supplied forthwith.










 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 2, 2008.         




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Jaswinder Kaur, Stylish Watch Company,

Near Kailash Cinema, Bindraban Road, Ludhiana.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.
________________ Respondent

CC No.  378    of 2008

Present:-
(i)
Shri Bhupinder Singh husband of the complainant.

(ii) None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Bhupinder Singh appearing on behalf of the complainant states that  the asked for information has not been provided to the complainant so far.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 23.5.2008 for supplying the asked for information.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 2, 2008.         




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Gurmeet Singh s/o Shri Didar Singh

Vill. Kamalpur, Block Ghanaur, District Patiala.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, 

Ghanaur, District Patiala.



________________ Respondent

CC No.  371    of 2008

Present:-
(i)
Shri Gurmeet Singh complainant in person.



(ii)
Shri Jatinder Singh, Superintendent-cum- APIO alongwith 



Shri Manjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary on behalf of the 



respondent-department.


ORDER



In this case, the complainant has  sought information on  specific khasra numbers which have been unauthorizedly encroached upon  by various persons.  Shri Jatinder Singh, APIO appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that Gram Panchayat has passed a resolution which has been sent it to the Tehsildar for taking appropriate action.  He further states that Tehsildar has stated that  ‘Nishandehi’ will be done  after the crop is harvested and  Election of Block Samiti is over which is going to be held on 12.5.2008.  It has been made clear to him that  a question of ‘Nishandehi’  arises  only when there is a dispute about the size of the plot.  The complainant has clearly mentioned Khasra Numbers and  only it is to be ascertained  if there is cultivation on the same or not and if  it is there, who is responsible for the same.   This process could  not be barred even  if the crop is standing or any elections are to be held.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 2.6.2009, when the complete information must be furnished to the complainant.










 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 2, 2008.         




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. K.C. Arora, r/o Happy Clinic, Basti Tankan Wali,

Main Bazar, Ferozepur.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Council, Ferozepur.

________________ Respondent

CC No.  364/  2008

Present:-
(i)
None on behalf of the complainant.



(ii)
Shri Vikas Dhawan, APIO on behalf of the respondent-



department.

ORDER



The Complainant has asked for the information which he mentioned in  his letter dated 14.11.2007 but  has not  enclosed with his application made to the Commission. Shri Vikas Dhawan. APIO states that the complainant has asked for details of the  development work done by the respondent-department from 2000 to 2006 out of the MP/LAD/ MLA/ Government Funds.  He further states that this information consists of 18000 pages for which  the complainant has been asked to deposit Rs.36,000/- towards costs of photo copies.  On this, the complainant wanted to see the record for which he was called on 11.1.2008 - earlier at 10.00 A.M. and thereafter  at 2.00 P.M.  The Junior Engineer who was possessing the record,  was not available to show the same to the complainant. Shri Vikas Dhawan was asked to issue another letter to the complainant giving him specific date and time to see the record.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 2.6.2008.










 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 2, 2008.         




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Pushpa w/o late Shri Chet Singh,

H.No.1182, Sector 20-B, Chandigarh.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the GMADA, PUDA Building, Mohali.

________________ Respondent

CC No.  358    of 2008

Present:-
(i)
None on behalf of the complainant.



(ii)
Shri Parkash Chand, Senior Assistant alongwith Shri Baljit 



Kaur, Sr. Assistant for the respondent-department.

ORDER



In view of the letter received from the complainant on 25.3.2008  mentioning that she has received the required information, the case is disposed of .










 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 2, 2008.         




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Dr. Behl Ashok Kumar s/o Dr. Shadi Ram Behl,

12, Guru Amar Dass Nagar, Near Verka Milk Plant,

Amritsar Bye Pass, Jalandhar City-144008.


--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar..



____   Respondent





      CC No.1084 of 2007

Present:
1.
Dr. Behl Ashok Kumar complainant in person.




2.
Shri Parampal Singh, Assistant Town Planner -cum-APIO on 


behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Parampal Singh appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that information asked for on point at Sr.No.6 in the complainant has been sent to the complainant through courier on 1.5.2008. He has also brought a copy of the same  to be endorsed to the Commission.   The same has been handed over to the complainant.  

2.

As regard letter dated 18.12.2006, the order passed by Commissioner on 8.3.2007 was got verified from Shri Parampal Singh and  handed over to the Complainant.

3.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.










 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 2, 2008.         




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Kamla Devi,

#50, Block 12, Harinder Nagar,

Faridkot.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

1.
The Public Information Officer


o/o Ludhiana Guru Nanak Coop. House Building Society,


Ludhiana.


2.
The Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, 


Ludhiana (West).



________________ Respondent

CC No.  1234 of 2007

Present :-
(i)
Shri Ashish Gupta on behalf of the complainant.



(ii)
Shri Balwinder Singh Sehra, Advocate on behalf of Ludhiana 


Guru Nanak Coop. House Building Society, Ludhiana 




alongwith Shri Dharamdesh, Assistant Register and Shri 



Nazar Singh,  Inspector o/o Cooperative Societies, Ludhiana

ORDER



Shri Balwinder Singh Sehra, Advocate appearing on behalf of Guru Nanak Coop. House Building Society has pleaded that the  Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court  seized of the matter and passed order dated 8.12.2006 and 5.2.2007 in CWP Nos. 19481/2006 and 19224/2006 and has stayed the operation  of the order passed by this Commission in CC-409/2006 alongwith other cases.  Here it is clarified that Hon’ble High Court has only seized of the matter and has not given any final decision as to whether Cooperative Societies are governed under the Right to Information Act or not.  This is a subject matter, which will be decided in due course by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. As and when judgment is given, it will be followed as per law lay down.  Till the subject matter is decided we have to decide whether such information should be provided or not.  House Building Societies are being formulated and land is obtained from the Government agencies on concessional rates for allotment to its members, even societies purchase the land from the open market and after developing the same they allot the land to its members.  With a view to keep the working of the societies straight,  way back in early 70s, order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in the case known as New Friends Colony Cooperative Society of Delhi, a representative of Registrar, Cooperative Societies, remained associated with all such cooperative societies.  This representative of Registrar, Cooperative Societies (RCS) has to see that society follows the law laid down by the Government/pronounced by the appropriate High Court/Supreme Court of India.  He has also to ensure that the elections of the Societies are held in a fair/impartial manner.  It may be on the part of failure of the representative of RCS that this problem of this complainant arises, if the representative of RCS performs his duties as a vigilant watchdog, this sort of problem will not arise.  He will ensure that proper laid down law is being followed.  Shri Dharmadesh, Assistant Registrar stated that they have served two notices to the concerned society to produce the record and society has promised that they will produce the same at appropriate time, but nothing has been done so-far.  Shri Nazar Singh, Inspector appearing on behalf of the RCS wanted one month’s time to see the record and to give the report to the Commission.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 2.6.2008.












 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 2, 2008.         




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri D.R. Bhandari s/o Sh. Karam Chand,

Opp. Balbir Hospital,

Faridkot.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

1.
The Public Information Officer


o/o Ludhiana Guru Nanak Coop. House Building Society,


Ludhiana.


2.
The Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, 


Ludhiana (West).



________________ Respondent

CC No.  1235 of 2007

Present :-
(i)
Shri Ashish Gupta on behalf of the complainant.



(ii)
Shri Balwinder Singh Sehra, Advocate on behalf of Ludhiana 


Guru Nanak Coop. House Building Society, Ludhiana 




alongwith Shri Dharamdesh, Assistant Register and Shri 



Nazar Singh,  Inspector o/o Cooperative Societies, Ludhiana

ORDER



Shri Balwinder Singh Sehra, Advocate appearing on behalf of Guru Nanak Coop. House Building Society has pleaded that the  Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court  seized of the matter and passed order dated 8.12.2006 and 5.2.2007 in CWP Nos. 19481/2006 and 19224/2006 and has stayed the operation  of the order passed by this Commission in CC-409/2006 alongwith other cases.  Here it is clarified that Hon’ble High Court has only seized of the matter and has not given any final decision as to whether Cooperative Societies are governed under the Right to Information Act or not.  This is a subject matter, which will be decided in due course by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. As and when judgment is given, it will be followed as per law lay down.  Till the subject matter is decided we have to decide whether such information should be provided or not.  House Building Societies are being formulated and land is obtained from the Government agencies on concessional rates for allotment to its members, even societies purchase the land from the open market and after developing the same they allot the land to its members.  With a view to keep the working of the societies straight,  way back in early 70s, order of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in the case known as New Friends Colony Cooperative Society of Delhi, a representative of Registrar, Cooperative Societies, remained associated with all such cooperative societies.  This representative of Registrar, Cooperative Societies (RCS) has to see that society follows the law laid down by the Government/pronounced by the appropriate High Court/Supreme Court of India.  He has also to ensure that the elections of the Societies are held in a fair/impartial manner.  It may be on the part of failure of the representative of RCS that this problem of this complainant arises, if the representative of RCS performs his duties as a vigilant watchdog, this sort of problem will not arise.  He will ensure that proper laid down law is being followed.  Shri Dharmadesh, Assistant Registrar stated that they have served two notices to the concerned society to produce the record and society has promised that they will produce the same at appropriate time, but nothing has been done so-far.  Shri Nazar Singh, Inspector appearing on behalf of the RCS wanted one month’s time to see the record and to give the report to the Commission.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 2.6.2008.












 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 2, 2008.         




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Tarsem Lal s/o Sh. Kasturi Mal,

Opp. Radha Swami Satsang,

Punia Colony, Sangrur.





--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal, Govt. Senior Secondary School,

Thales (Sangrur).





        ----------Respondent

      CC No. 816    of 2006

Present:-
Shri Tarsem Lal complainant in person.



Shri Harminder Singh, Principal, Govt. Senior Secondary School, Thales 



alongwith Smt. Paramjit Kaur, PIO for the respondent-department, Shri Brij 


Mohan, APIO, Shri Hari Chand Gera, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Director 


Public Instructions (Schools), Punjab and Shri Pawan Kumar, Superintendent-


cum-APIO, Shri Ajaib Singh, Junior Assistant on behalf of the District Education 


Officer (Schools), Sangrur.









ORDER



This is one of the oldest case where  the asked for information has not been provided.  As usual giving a clear-cut reply both the school authorities as well District Education Officer (Schools), Sangrur are not coming forward to put the record straight.  Shri Brij Mohan, Superintendent-cum-APIO appearing on behalf of the Director, Public Instructions (Schools), Punjab, Chandigarh is directed to collect all the information and check it personally with the available record  and supply the same to the complainant with a copy to the Commission.  Copy of request dated 26.10.2006 submitted by the complainant has been supplied to APIOs of the office of Director Public Instructions (S), Punjab and District Education Officer (S), Sangrur.  Shri Brij Mohan, APIO has been directed that he will check up the register personally and not merely rely upon the comments given by the school authorities.  However, information, which is being collected, it will be ensured that third party information should not be supplied to the complainant. At the request of Shri Brij Mohan, APIO one month’s time is being given for preparing the statement/information and after that he will supply the information to the complainant.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 20.6.2008.










 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 2, 2008.         




State Information Commissioner
CC

1.
The Public Information Officer o/o the Director, Public Instructions (Schools), Punjab,
Chandigarh.

2.
The District Education Officer, Sangrur. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri S.S. Phull, St. No.9, Kishanpura,

Outside Nabha Gate, Sangrur.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Council, Near Telephone Exchange,

Sangrur.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 1123 of 2007

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant..



Shri Rajpinder Singh, Junior Engineer-cum-APIO for the 



respondent-department.

ORDER



Today this case was fixed for confirmation.  Nothing contrary has been heard on behalf of the complainant.  

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of accordingly.










 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 2, 2008.         




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Gurinderpal, Advocate, Ward. No.1,

Opp. Primary School, Harari Road, Kartarpura Basti,

Sangrur.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Council, Near Telephone Exchange,

Sangrur





________________ Respondent

CC No.  1124 of 2007

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Rajpinder Singh, Junior Engineer-cum-APIO for the 



respondent-department.


ORDER



Today, this case was fixed for confirmation.  Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant.  

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.










 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 2, 2008.         




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kirti Pal, #497, Gali No.5, 

Sant Attar Singh Nagar, Barnala Road,

Sangrur.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Council, Near Telephone Exchange,

Sangrur.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 1125 of 2007

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Rajpinder Singh, Junior Engineer-cum-APIO for the 



respondent-department.

ORDER



Today, this case was fixed for confirmation.  Nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant.  

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.










 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 2, 2008.         




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri H.C. Arora, Advocate,

#2299,  Sector 44-C, Chandigarh. 






__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director, Local Bodies, Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.



________________ Respondent

AC No.  423/  2007

Present:-
(i)
None on behalf of the complainant.

(ii) Shri Manjit Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



In the instant case, information as asked for by the complainant has been provided to him.  Shri Manjit Singh appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that Shri Arora, appellant has filed a Civil Writ Petition in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court and which is pending there.  This Commission is not concerned about it.  The only  point which  crept up is whether the letter issued was under the signatures of Shri V.K. Ohri or not.  Shri Ohri presently posted as Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur wanted to see original letter before making any commitment.  Government may take appropriate action as per law on this issue.  As far as the present case is concerned, since information stands supplied, it is disposed of.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 2, 2008.         




State Information Commissioner
