   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Narinder Nath Saini,


Retd. Lecturer,

N – 8, South City,

 Ludhiana - 142027







  ..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Public  Instructions (Sec.), Pb.,

Vidya Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali






   
   

      ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  16 of 2014
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
Sh. Shiv Pal, Asstt. Director, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

The RTI application is dated 09.11.2013. The information demanded pertains to four 

points regarding reimbursement of medical bill. The complaint with the Commission is dated 10.12.2013.
Sh. Shiv Pal, Asstt. Director, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 

hearing, submits that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant - Sh. Narinder Nath Saini vide letter dated  11.02.2014 through registered post. A copy of the same is taken on record.
The complainant - Sh. Narinder Nath Saini through a letter dated 13.02.2014, which 

has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 3693 dated 13.02.2014 has requested for an adjournment in this case.
The complainant - Sh. Narinder Nath Saini, is advised to confirm whether he has 

received the information or not. He is also advised to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO, in writing and the respondent-PIO is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to  26th March, 2014 (Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M. in 
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.













   (Chander Parkash)
13th  February, 2014                                               State Information Commissioner 

   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Pradeep Singh

S/o Sh. Surjit Singh,

V.P.O. – Sidhwan Khurd,

Tehsil – Jagraon,

Distt. – Ludhiana - 142024






  ..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Public  Instructions (Sec.), Pb.,

Vidya Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali






   
   

      ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  54 of 2014
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
i) Ms. Narinder Kaur, Supdt. ;
ii) Ms. Santosh, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

The RTI application is dated   09.11.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 
pay grades given to diploma holder vocational teachers in the year 1994 according to pay commission. The complaint with the Commission is dated 16.11.2013.
Ms. Narinder Kaur, Supdt. and  Ms. Santosh, Sr. Asstt., who appeared on behalf of 
the respondent in today’s hearing submits that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant - Sh. Pradeep Singh vide letter dated  03.01.2014 and again vide letter dated  11.02.2014. Copies of the same are taken on record.



In this case, the complainant - Sh. Pradeep Singh, has moved his RTI application to the PIO of office of D. P. I. (S), Pb. on 09.11.2013. He has also attached a postal receipt to establish the fact that he has sent his RTI request to the respondent-PIO through registered post.



During the hearing in the Commission today, Ms. Narinder Kaur, Supdt. and  Ms. Santosh, Sr. Asstt., who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, brought into the notice of the Commission that the complainant - Sh. Pradeep Singh, has moved his RTI request on 09.11.2013 and made a complaint to the State Information Commission, Punjab, only after seven days of submission of his RTI request i. e. 16.11.2013.


They also state that as per provisions of the RTI Act, information-seeker is entitled to move his application to the Commission under Section 18 of the RTI Act only after a period one month from the date, when the RTI request was moved to the respondent-PIO concerned.
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The complainant - Sh. Pradeep Singh is absent from today’s hearing without any 

intimation to the Commission.



After hearing the statement made by  Ms. Narinder Kaur, Supdt and examining the documents placed on record, it is found that the complaint made by the complainant - Sh. Pradeep Singh is pre-mature and liable to be dismissed as it has been made violation of the provisions of the RTI Act.


In view of the above, the case is dismissed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







   (Chander Parkash)
13th  February, 2014                                             State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Gurmeet Singh

S/o Sh. Prem Singh,

566/13, Behrampur Road,

Gurdaspur – 143521







  ..…Complainant


Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Public  Instructions (Sec.), Pb.,

Vidya Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali






   
   

      ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  60 of 2014
Present :
Sh.  Gurmeet Singh,  complainant in person.
Sh.  Varinder Singh, Clerk,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

The RTI application is dated  03.10.2013.  The information demanded pertains to  
detail of appointment of Education Service Providers under BC category  in English Subject in June, 2012. The complaint with the Commission is dated 16.12.2013.
Sh. Varinder Singh, Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 

hearing, states that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant - Sh.  Gurmeet Singh, vide letter dated 02.12.2013, in which it is stated that the counseling of 1000 service providers was held on 13.07.2013 and was stayed vide order of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in  LPA No. 1046 of 2012.  A copy of the same is taken on record. 
The complainant - Sh. Gurmeet Singh, who appeared in person in today’s hearing 
expresses his dissatisfaction over the reply given to him. He also alleges that the respondent-PIO is misguiding and harassing him deliberately.
In view of the above, Sh. Ramesh Kumar, Deputy Director(School Administration)-

cum-PIO Office of D. P. I. (S), Pb., is directed to file a point-wise reply, in the shape of an affidavit, to the queries raised by the applicant in his RTI request. The claims, which will be made by him in the affidavit, must be accompanied by supporting documents as per official-record.

The case is adjourned to  27th March, 2014 (Thursday) at 11:00 A. M. in 
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




   






   (Chander Parkash)
13th  February, 2014                                             State Information Commissioner 

CC ;

Sh. Ramesh Kumar, 

Deputy Director(School Administration),

(Regd. Post)

O/o The Director,

Public  Instructions (Sec.), Pb.,

Vidya Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali
   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Bhupinder Singh

S/o Sh. Harbans Singh,

272, Mirpur Colony,

Pathankot – 145001f







  ..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Public  Instructions (Sec.), Pb.,

Vidya Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali






   
   

      ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  103 of 2014
 Present :
Sh. Bhupinder Singh, complainant in person.
Sh. Shiv Pal, Asstt. Director, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

The RTI application is dated 19.11.2013. The information demanded pertains to  
regarding implementation of orders  of High Court in C. W. P. No. 175 of 2013 in respect of lecturer cadre by C. E. O., Jalandhar. The complaint with the Commission is dated 20.12.2013.
Sh. Shiv Pal, Asstt. Director, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 

hearing, hands over the requisite information to the complainant – Sh. Bhupinder Singh, during the hearing  in the Commission today.



The complainant – Sh. Bhupinder Singh, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, gives in writing that  he has received the requisite information and is satisfied with the same. He also asks for filing of his case.

Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







   (Chander Parkash)
13th  February, 2014                                             State Information Commissioner 

          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

1722, Sector 14,

HISAR - 125001




        



..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Public  Instructions (Sec.), Pb.,

Vidya Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali
First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Director,

Public  Instructions (Sec.), Pb.,

Vidya Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali










…Respondent





Appeal  Case No. 12  of 2014
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant
Sh. Gursewak Singh, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

The RTI application is dated  21.04.2013. The information demanded pertains to 

particulars of all the officials working in the office of D. P. I.(S), Punjab. The first appeal is dated 13.10.2013. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 03.12.2013. 

Sh. Gursewak Singh, Sr. Asstt., who appeared on behalf of the respondent in 

today’s hearing, submits that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant - Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta, vide letter dated  17.09.2014. A copy of the same is taken on record.
The appellant - Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta, through a letter dated 10.02.2014, which 

has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 3537 dated 11.02.2014 has intimated the Commission that the respondent-PIO has not removed the deficiencies pointed out by him.

After examining the documents placed on record, I found that the applicant has 

approached the First Appellate Authority under Section 19 by filing an appeal on 13.10.2013


However, the First Appellate Authority  did not take any action or passed any speaking order/decision on the appeal of the appellant.







As the First Appellate Authority has been entrusted with the judiciary power and duties under the RTI Act, it shall examine the documents, summon the parties, give them an
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 opportunity of hearing and then decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order within stipulated period as per the provisions of the RTI Act. 



Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority who is Sh. Kamal Garg, Director, Public Instructions (Sec.), Punjab,  with the hope that it would show more sense of responsibility and duly  extend the respect to the right  to Information given to the citizen by the Parliament.



If, Sh. Kamal Garg, Director, Public Instructions (Sec.), Punjab, is not First Appellate Authority, the PIO concerned is directed to send this appeal case to the appropriate First Appellate Authority, which has been designated by the Administrative Head of the department as per provisions of the RTI Act. 



If the appellant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







   (Chander Parkash)
13th  February, 2014                                             State Information Commissioner 

CC :

Sh. Kamal Garg, 

(Regd. Post)

First Appellate Authority-cum-Director,

 Public  Instructions (Sec.), Pb.,

Vidya Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ms. Kamla Juneja,

H. No. 110, St. – 7,

Mansa Devi Nagar,

P. O. – Satnampura,

Phagwara,

Distt. – Kapurthala - 144402



        



..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Public  Instructions (Sec.), Pb.,

Vidya Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali
First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Director,

Public  Instructions (Sec.), Pb.,

Vidya Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali










…Respondent





Appeal  Case No. 43  of 2014
Present :
Sh. Des Raj, on behalf of the appellant.
Sh. Vishal Shingari, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

The RTI application is dated  23.07.2013. The information demanded pertains to  

regarding pension case of the applicant. The first appeal is dated 26.09.2013. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 17.12.2013. 

Sh. Vishal Shingari, Sr. Asstt., who appeared on behalf of the respondent in 

today’s hearing, hands over a reply, vide letter no. 8354 dated 05.02.2014 to Sh. Des Raj, who appeared on behalf of the appellant - Ms. Kamla Juneja, during the hearing  in the Commission today. A copy of the same is taken on record.

Sh. Des Raj, who appeared on behalf of the appellant - Ms. Kamla Juneja, in 
today’s hearing, expresses dissatisfaction over the reply given to him by the respondent-PIO.

After hearing both the parties and  examining the documents placed on record, I 
found that the applicant has approached the First Appellate Authority under Section 19 by filing an appeal on 26.09.2013. 

However, the First Appellate Authority  did not take any action or passes any 

speaking order/decision on the appeal of the appellant.
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As the First Appellate Authority has been entrusted with the judiciary power and duties under the RTI Act, it shall examine the documents, summon the parties, give them an opportunity of hearing and then decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order within stipulated period as per the provisions of the RTI Act. 



Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority who is Sh. Kamal Garg, Director, Public Instructions (Sec.), Punjab,  with the hope that it would show more sense of responsibility and duly  extend the respect to the right  to Information given to the citizen by the Parliament.



If, Sh. Kamal Garg, Director, Public Instructions (Sec.), Punjab, is not First Appellate Authority, the PIO concerned is directed to send this appeal case to the appropriate First Appellate Authority, which has been designated by the Administrative Head of the department as per provisions of the RTI Act. 



If the appellant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







   (Chander Parkash)
13th  February, 2014                                             State Information Commissioner 

CC :

Sh. Kamal Garg, 

(Regd. Post)

First Appellate Authority-cum-Director,

 Public  Instructions (Sec.), Pb.,

Vidya Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Balwinder Singh

S/o Sh. Kulbir Singh,

H. No. 769, 

Sector – 69,

Mohali





        




..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Public  Instructions (Sec.), Pb.,

Vidya Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali
First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Director,

Public  Instructions (Sec.), Pb.,

Vidya Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali










…Respondent





Appeal  Case No. 47  of 2014
Present :
Sh. Balwinder Singh,  appellant in person.
Sh. Jarnail Singh, Asstt. Director, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

The RTI application is dated 24.04.2012. The information demanded pertains to  
status of posts of Hindi, Punjabi, Science, Math, Social Studies Master/Mistress etc. for the period from 01.01.2001 to 31.03.2012. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 11.12.2013
Sh. Jarnail Singh, Asstt. Director, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in 

today’s hearing, states that  a reply has already been supplied to the appellant - Sh. Balwinder Singh, vide letter dated 12.02.2014. He also states that the appellant has demanded the requisite information  in the shape of performa and under Section 2 (f) of the RTI Act, it can not be supplied.

 He also states that similar case has been filed by the appellant - Sh. Balwinder 

Singh and disposed of by Ld. Chief Information Commissioner – Ms. Jaspal Kaur vide orders dated 27.06.2013 in A. C. No. 234 of 2013. He also produces a copy of the RTI request and order dated 027.06.2013, which are taken on record.



After going through the documents placed on record, it is found that contents of the RTI request  filed in A. C. No. 234 of 2013and the present RTI application, are the same.

As no cognizance is required to be taken in this case, hence the present case is 

disposed of and closed.  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





   






   (Chander Parkash)
13th  February, 2014                                             State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Nirpal Singh,

         Punjabi Master,

Govt. Sr. Sec. School,

DADHAHUR,

Tehsil – Raikot,

Distt. – Ludhiana - 141109


        




..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Public  Instructions (Sec.), Pb.,

Vidya Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali
First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Director,

Public  Instructions (Sec.), Pb.,

Vidya Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali










…Respondent





Appeal  Case No. 115  of 2014

Present :
Sh. Nirpal Singh, the appellant in person.
Sh. Jarnail Singh, Asstt. Director, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

The RTI application is dated  01.08.2013. The information demanded pertains to  
action taken report on his application regarding seniority of  Punjabi Teachers (Male. The first appeal to the appellate authority is dated 16.11.2013. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 23.12.2013. 

Sh. Jarnail Singh, Asstt. Director, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in 

today’s hearing, states that  the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant - Sh. Nirpal Singh, vide letter dated 07.11.2013 and again vide letter dated 13.02.2014. He also hands over a copy of the same to the appellant during the hearing  in the Commission today.
The appellant - Sh. Nirpal Singh, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

expresses dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO.

After hearing both the parties and  examining the documents placed on record, I 
found that the applicant has approached the First Appellate Authority under Section 19 by filing an appeal on 16.11.2013. 

However, the First Appellate Authority  did not take any action or passed any 

speaking order/decision on the appeal of the appellant.
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As the First Appellate Authority has been entrusted with the judiciary power and duties under the RTI Act, it shall examine the documents, summon the parties, give them an opportunity of hearing and then decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order within stipulated period as per the provisions of the RTI Act. 



Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority who is Sh. Kamal Garg, Director, Public Instructions (Sec.), Punjab,  with the hope that it would show more sense of responsibility and duly  extend the respect to the right  to Information given to the citizen by the Parliament.



If, Sh. Kamal Garg, Director, Public Instructions (Sec.), Punjab, is not First Appellate Authority, the PIO concerned is directed to send this appeal case to the appropriate First Appellate Authority, which has been designated by the Administrative Head of the department as per provisions of the RTI Act. 



If the appellant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







   (Chander Parkash)
13th  February, 2014                                             State Information Commissioner 

CC :

Sh. Kamal Garg, 

(Regd. Post)

First Appellate Authority-cum-Director,
 Public  Instructions (Sec.), Pb.,

Vidya Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Aroora Ram

S/o Sh. Ghanniya Ram,

V. P. O. – Parjian Kalan,

Tehsil- Shahkot,

Distt. – Jalandhar




    


  ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Dev. & 

Panchayat Officer,

SHAHKOT,

Distt. – Jalandhar





   
   
 ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  3433  of 2013
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
Sh.  Pargat Singh,  B. D. P. O., in person.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 09.01.2014 a compensation of Rs. 2000/- was 
awarded to the complainant.
Sh.  Pargat Singh,  B. D. P. O., who appeared in person in today’s hearing, submits 

a letter no. 3135 dated 07.02.2014 stating that compensation amount of Rs. 2000/- has been paid to the complainant – Sh. Aroora Ram, through demand draft no. 000952 dated 07.02.2014 through registered post. He has also produced a photostat copy of the demand draft. Copies of the same are taken on record.

On the hearing held on 09.01.2014, Sh.  Pargat Singh,  B. D. P. O., had  already 
submitted a reply dated 08.01.2014, to the show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 27.11.2013.

I have gone over the reply dated 08.01.2014 submitted by the respondent-PIO and 
found that the explanation given by him is genuine. In view of the explanation, the show-cause issued to him is dropped.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







   (Chander Parkash)
13th  February, 2014                                               State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Balwinder Singh

S/o Sh. Budh Singh,

Village – Bhamme Khurd,

Tehsil – Sardulgarh,

Distt. – Mansa - 151505






      ..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Dev. & Panchayat Officer,

JHUNIR, Distt. – Mansa



   
   

            ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  4035  of 2013

Present :
None on behalf of the complainant .
Sh.  Labh Singh, Panchayat Secretary,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 09.01.2014, the complainant was advised to 
point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO.
Sh.  Labh Singh, Panchayat Secretary, who appeared on behalf of the respondent 

in today’s hearing, states that  the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant – Sh. Balwinder Singh vide letter dated 20.12.2013. He also submits that the complainant has not pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him till date.

The applicant - Balwinder Singh, was absent on the last date of hearing and 
he is again absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. He has neither pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him, to the respondent-PIO, nor approached the Commission with any contrary claim  in that regard.
In view of the above, it is assumed that the applicant is satisfied with the 
information supplied to him and  does not wish to pursue his case further and hence the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







   (Chander Parkash)
13th February, 2014                                               State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ms. Diljit Kaur Kang,

Science Mistress,

H. No. 2011, Phase -10,

Mohali  - 160062,







      ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Edu. Officer(Sec.),

Roopnagar




   
   

        
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  4039  of 2013

Present :
Dr. Kanwaljit Singh Kang, on behalf of the complainant.
Sh. Major Singh, Deputy D. E. O(S)-cum-PIO, in person.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 09.01.2014, a show-cause was issued to Sh. 
Major Singh, Deputy D. E. O(S), Roopnagar under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act.
In compliance with the order dated 09.01.2014, Sh. Major Singh, Deputy D. E. O(S)-

cum-PIO, appeared in person in today’s hearing and  submits that the requisite information has  already been supplied to the complainant –  Ms. Diljit Kaur Kang.

Dr. Kanwaljit Singh Kang, appeared on behalf of the complainant –  Ms. Diljit Kaur 

Kang, in today’s hearing.

I have gone over the queries raised by the applicant - Ms. Diljit Kaur Kang in her 

RTI request and the response given by the respondent-PIO concerned, I found it satisfactory.

Sh. Major Singh, Deputy D. E. O(S), also submits a reply dated 12.02.2014 to the 

show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 09.01.2014, which is taken on record.
After going through the oral-submission and written reply dated 12.02.2014

submitted by the respondent-PIO, I found that the explanation given by him is genuine. In view of the explanation, the show-cause issued to him is dropped.

In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.













   (Chander Parkash)
13th  February, 2014                                             State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Iqbal Singh

S/o Sh. Harpal Singh,

V.P.O. – Uddat Saide Wala,

Tehsil – Budhlada, 

Distt. - Mansa








      ..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Dev. & Panchayat Officer,

BUDHLADA, Distt. – Mansa



   
   

            ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  4044  of 2013

Present :
None on behalf of the  complainant .
Sh.  Bhupiner Singh, Panchayat Secretary,   on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 09.01.2014, Sh.  Bhupiner Singh, Panchayat 
Secretary, states that the requisite information would be supplied to the complainant by 25.01.2014 positively. The complainant was also advised to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO.
The complainant – Sh. Iqbal Singh, is not present in today’s hearing.

Sh.  Bhupiner Singh, Panchayat Secretary, who appeared on behalf of the 
respondent in today’s hearing, states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant - Iqbal Singh.

He also produces a written-note dated 18.01.2014 signed by the complainant as an 

acknowledgement of having received the requisite information. It is taken on record.


In view of the above,, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







   (Chander Parkash)
13th  February, 2014                                               State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Gurdeep Singh

S/o Sh. Beant Singh,

198 – L, Model Town,

Ludhiana - 02





        



..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Public  Instructions (Sec.), Pb.,

Vidya Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali
First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Director,

Public  Instructions (Sec.), Pb.,

Vidya Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali




     

         



  ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No. 2064  of 2013

Present :
Sh.  Gurdeep Singh, appellant in person.
Sh. Jarnail Singh. Asstt. Director, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 09.01.2014, Sh. Ajmer Singh, Supdt., stated that 

the requisite information sought for by the appellant is available in File No. 6/101-99 E-2(1), which has been sent to Edu. – 2 Branch, in another RTI case. He also submitted that whatever information is available in the official-record, would be supplied to the appellant.

The appellant - Sh.  Gurdeep Singh, appeared in person in today’s hearing.

 Sh. Jarnail Singh. Asstt. Director, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in 

today’s hearing, submits a reply stating that the official-record regarding which the information has been sought for by the appellant, is missing and a DDR has also been lodged. A copy of this reply has also been handed over to the appellant during the hearing in the Commission today.
I have gone over the queries raised by the applicant - Sh.  Gurdeep Singh in his RTI 

request and the response given by the respondent-PIO concerned, I found it satisfactory.

On the hearing held on 09.01.2014, Ms. Sudesh Kumari, Supdt., Grant – 1 Branch 
O/o D. P. I.(S), Punjab, had already submitted a reply to the show-cause issued to her vide orders dated 28.11.2013.
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I have gone over the reply submitted by Ms. Sudesh Kumari, Supdt., and found that 

the explanation given by her is genuine. In view of the explanation, the show-cause issued to her is dropped.

In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







   (Chander Parkash)
13th  February, 2014                                             State Information Commissioner 
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Sarabjit Singh

S/o Sh. Kulwant Singh,

V.P.O. – Lalbai,

Tehsil – Gidderbaha,

Distt. – SriMuktsar Sahib




        


..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Dev. and

Panchayat Officer,

LAMBI, 
Distt. – SriMuktsar Sahib

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Distt. Dev. and

Panchayat Officer
SriMuktsar Sahib








…Respondent





Appeal  Case No. 2479  of 2013

Present :
Sh. Gurjant Singh, on behalf of the appellant.
Sh. Harmel Singh, B.D.P.O., in person.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 09.01.2014, Sh.  Nishan Singh, Panchayat 
Secretary, submitted that he would supply the remaining information to the information seeker by 22.01.2014.

Sh. Harmel Singh, B.D.P.O., who appeared in person in  today’s hearing, submits 
that the requisite information, running into 39 pages, has been supplied to the appellant – Sh. Sarabjit Singh, through registered post today itself i. e. 13.02.2014. A copy of the postal receipt is taken on record.
Sh. Gurjant Singh, appeared on behalf of the appellant – Sh. Sarabjit Singh, in 

today’s hearing. 

After examining the documents placed on record, I found that the applicant has 

approached the First Appellate Authority under Section 19 by filing an appeal on 13.10.2013.

However, the First Appellate Authority  did not take any action or pass any 

speaking order/decision on the appeal of the appellant.
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As the First Appellate Authority has been entrusted with the judiciary power and duties under the RTI Act, it shall examine the documents, summon the parties, give them an opportunity of hearing and then decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order within stipulated period as per the provisions of the RTI Act. 



Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority who is Sh. Harmel Singh, B. D. P. O., LAMBI, Distt. – SriMuktsar Sahib,  with the hope that it would show more sense of responsibility and duly  extend the respect to the right  to Information given to the citizen by the Parliament.



If, Sh. Harmel Singh, B. D. P. O., LAMBI, Distt. – SriMuktsar Sahib, is not First Appellate Authority, the PIO concerned is directed to send this appeal case to the appropriate First Appellate Authority, which has been designated by the Administrative Head of the department as per provisions of the RTI Act. 



If the appellant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







   (Chander Parkash)
13th  February, 2014                                             State Information Commissioner 

CC :

Sh. Harmel Singh,  

(Regd. Post)

First Appellate Authority-cum-
Block Dev. and

Panchayat Officer,

 LAMBI, 

Distt. – SriMuktsar Sahib
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Jagjit Singh

S/o Sh. Udham Singh,

H. No. 216 – C, 

Urban Estate, Phase – 1,

Jamalpur Colony,

Ludhiana






        


..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Secretary,

Pb. Mandi Board, 

SCO – 149-152,

Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Secretary,

Pb. Mandi Board, 

SCO – 149-152,

Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh







…Respondent





Appeal  Case No. 2546  of 2013

Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.
Sh. Mukesh Juneja, Jt. Controller(F & A), on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing, held on 09.01.2014, Sh. Sukhpreet Singh son of  the 

appellant - Sh. Jagjit Singh, had raised some queries and Sh. Mukesh Juneja, Joint Controller (F&A), was directed to clarify all these queries.
Sh. Mukesh Juneja, Jt. Controller(F & A), who appeared on behalf of the 
respondent in today’s hearing,  submits that the remaining information has been supplied to the appellant - Sh. Jagjit Singh vide letter no. 188 dated  03.02.2014 through registered post. A copy of the same alongwith supplied information is taken on record.
The appellant - Sh. Jagjit Singh, through a letter dated 07.02.2014, which has been 

received in the Commission vide Diary No. 3507 dated 10.02.2014 has intimated the Commission that he is unable to attend today’s hearing and requested for an adjournment in this case.
The appellant - Sh. Jagjit Singh, is advised to point-out deficiencies in the 
information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO, in writing and the respondent-PIO is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.



The case is adjourned to  26th March, 2014 (Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M.
in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





   






   (Chander Parkash)
13th  February, 2014                                               State Information Commissioner 

