STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Satnam Singh Sekhon 

S/o Sh.Kartar Singh

Village Tandi, P.O. Laroya 

Tehsil and District Jalandhar -144201


 


…Appellant  

Versus

1. Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer, 

Bhogpur, District Jalandhar 

2. First Appellate Authority 

O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer (DDPO)

Jalandhar 





      
 … Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO.1381/2012
Present:  
None on behalf of parties
ORDER 

The Appellant has sent intimation in writing that he would not be able to appear today as his son is admitted in the hospital. The Respondent is absent today without any intimation to the Court. 


On 6.2.2013 this Court had ordered a penalty of Rs.1,000/- to be deducted from the salary of the PIO and compensation of Rs.5,000/- to be paid to the Complainant by the O/o Block Development and Panchayat officer, Bhogpur. The whole matter alongwith the Order passed earlier is sent to District Development and Panchayat officer Jalandhar by name for compliance. 


To come up on 2.5.2013 at 10.30 AM. 











Sd/-






   


  (Satinder Pal Singh)

March 25, 2013.



    
 
 State Information Commissioner
CC: Sh. Avtar Singh Bhullar, District Development and Panchayat officer Jalandhar, D.C. Complex, Jalandhar—for compliance.











Sd/-

 







 (Satinder Pal Singh)

March 25, 2013.



    
 
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Bhagwant Singh, 

S/o Sh. Pritam Singh, 

# 494, Gali No. 9 

Sharifpura, Ram Bazar, 

Amritsar.  








…Complainant  

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (S) Punjab

PSEB Complex, Phase-8

Mohali   








… Respondent

COMPLAINT CASE NO.2855/2012

Present :
Sh. Bhagwant Singh, Complainant in person (98555-65494) 



None on behalf of Respondent. 

ORDER 

On the last date of hearing this Court had ordered on 6.2.2013 that a penalty of Rs.1000/- is imposed on concerned PIO O/o DPI (S) Punjab and also  a compensation of Rs.5,000/- is to be paid to the Complainant by the office of DPI (S) Punjab. Today the Respondent is absent without any intimation to the Court. Copies of the Order passed in this case are sent to the DPI (S) Punjab by name, who will ensure the compliance of the order of this Court. 


To come up on 2.5.2013 at 10.30 AM.  










Sd/-






   


  (Satinder Pal Singh)

March 25, 2013.



    
 
 State Information Commissioner

 CC : Dr. Kamal Kumar, Director Public Instructions (SE) Punjab, PSEB complex, Phase VIII, Mohali – Please ensure compliance.











Sd/-






   


  (Satinder Pal Singh)

March 25, 2013.



    
 
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Ram Kumar Singla

# 1731, Sector 59, 

Mohali  



      




…Complainant  

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (SE) Punjab 

PSEB Complex, Phase-8.

 Mohali        








… Respondent

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2186/2012
Present: 
Sh. Ram Kumar Singla, Complainant in person (98151-23232)



None on behalf of Respondent. 
ORDER 

This Court had ordered on 20.12.2012 regarding imposition of penalty of Rs.5,000/- and compensation of Rs.5,000/- to be paid to the Complainant. On 7.2.2013 also this order has not been complied with. The whole matter alongwith the copies of the order passed so far in this case be sent to DPI (S) Punjab by name for compliance of the order dated 20.12.2012.
To come up on 2.5.2013 at 10.30 AM.  










Sd/-






   


  (Satinder Pal Singh)

March 25, 2013.



    
 
 State Information Commissioner

CC: Sh. Kamal Kumar, Director Public Instructions (SE) Punjab, PSEB Complex, Phase-8, Mohali – for compliance.        










Sd/-






   


  (Satinder Pal Singh)

March 25, 2013.



    
 
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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




Visit us @ C
Sh. Manjit Singh

S/o Sh. Sukhdev Singh

V.P.O. Parasrampur,

District Jalandhar













…Appellant  

Versus

1. 
Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer (East) (BDPO)

Jalandhar

2.
First Appellate Authority


O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer (DDPO)


Jalandhar











… Respondent

APPEAL CASE NO. 1176/2012

Present: 
None on behalf of Parties  

ORDER


The Complainant is absent today without any intimation to the Court. The Respondent has intimated that FIR has been registered against BDPO, Jalandhar East and also the concerned Panchayat Secretary has been placed under suspension. The concerned record is with the BDPO, and Panchayat Secretary and adjournment has been sought. Hence the case is adjourned to 8.5.2013.

To come up on 8.5.2013 at 10.30 AM.  











  Sd/-






   


  (Satinder Pal Singh)

March 25, 2013.



    
 
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Kuldeep Singh, 

s/o Sh. Hari Singh, 

Village Chak Bhai Ke, 

Tehsil Budhlada, District Mansa





…Complainant  

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary, Gram Panchayat, 

Chak Bhai Ke, P.O. Budhlada, 

District Mansa








… Respondent
Remanded to :
Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Budhlada
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2838/2012

Present :
Sh.Kuldeep Singh, Complainant in person (94641-54086)



Sh. Jagjit Singh, Clerk (94641-54747) &

Sh. Baghel Singh, Panchayat Secretary (98153-84820) on behalf of Respondent. 

ORDER

RTI Application filed on 


:

22.2.2011 

PIO Replied




:

4.3.2011
First Appeal Filed



:

Nil

Complaint/ Second Appeal Received 
:

 19.9.2012
in State Information Commission  on

Information Sought 


:



Regarding Panchayat record of Village Chak Bhai Ke.
Grounds for Complaint/Appeal

:

No information was supplied
Cont. Page-2

-2-

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2838/2012

Relevant Facts Emerging during 
:


Hearing 


On the last date of hearing this Court had ordered that Rs.5,000/- penalty be imposed on the PIO and also Rs.5,000/- be paid to the complainant as compensation. The Respondents have appeared today and they have brought receipt of the challan having deposited Rs.5,000/- in the treasury and also they have brought the demand draft of Rs.5,000/- in the name of Sh.Kuldeep Singh s/o Sh.Hari Singh. This Demand Draft has been handed over to Sh.Kuldeep Singh in the Court itself. A copy of the receipt having received the compensation and a copy of the demand draft have been taken on record of this Court. A perusal of the file also shows that information to be provided by the Respondent is as under:-
(a) Photo copy of Cash Book till today.
(b) Photo copy of Stock Register till today.

(c) Photo copy of work register till today.

(d) Photo copy of Patanama till today.

(e) Photo copy Muster Roll register till today.

(f) Photo copy of Receipt Book till today.

(g) Photo copy of Dispatch Register till today.

(h) Photo copy of Material Register till today.

(i) Photo copy of Inspection Register till today.

(j) How much rakwa is under the control of Gram Panchayat. How much is given on contract and the remaining is used for what purpose.

Cont. page-3

-3-

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2838/2012

Relevant Facts Emerging during 
:


Hearing 


The Complete information be supplied now. The Respondent will appear before the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Budhlada on 15.4.2013 at 11.00 AM, where the complete information as provided under the provisions of the RTI Act be supplied to the Complainant. 

DECISION :


 The case is, therefore, closed and disposed off.


 Announced in open Court,

The copies of order be sent to the parties. 










Sd/-






   

        (Satinder Pal Singh)

March 25, 2013.



     

 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Jaswinder Singh (98146-73902)

R/o House No. 602-E, Azad Nagar, 

Opposite Big Bazar, 

Sirhind Road, Patiala





        …Complainant 

Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o Secretary, School Education, Punjab

Punjab Mini Secretariat, Sector-9, 

Chandigarh 





       

    … Respondent

COMPLAINT CASE NO.3558/2012

Present:
Sh. Jaswinder Singh, Complainant in person (98146-73902)

Sh. Balbir Singh, Senior Assistant (98720-31955) &

Sh. Surinder Singh, Senior Assistant (98722-10538) on behalf of Respondent. 

ORDER

RTI Application filed on 


:

 16.8.2012
PIO Replied




:

Nil
First Appeal Filed



:

Nil

Complaint/ Second Appeal Received 
:

 12.11.12
in State Information Commission  on

Information Sought 


:



On various points regarding Petition No.1994 of 2012. 
Grounds for Complaint/Appeal

:

No information was supplied
Cont. page-2

-2-

COMPLAINT CASE NO.3558/2012

Relevant Facts Emerging during 
:


Hearing 


As per my Order dated 8.2.2013, Sh. Balbir singh, Superintendent and Sh. Surinder Singh, Senior Assistant have appeared today and given their explanation in writing regarding the delay of five months in transferring the original RTI Application of the Complainant to the DPI (S) Punjab. They have tried to explain that their office has a nodal officer who has been appointed in the year 2010. The original application of the Complainant was received in his office and marked to DPI (S). A copy of this letter transferring of application was endorsed to the Complainant also, but the Complainant states categorically that he never received the letter dated 30.8.2012. In future, all the correspondence under RTI made with the Complainant/ Appellant must be sent by registered post to the concerned person. In this particular case, since the original RTI Application has been transferred to the O/o DPI (S) Punjab and also during the course of discussion it has transpired that similar case was filed by the same Complainant before the Court of State Information Commissioner, Sh.Chander Prakash in Complaint Case No. 3790 of 2012 in which PIO O/o DPI (S) Punjab is being/ has been summoned as Respondent. Since the similar information is being sought under Complaint Case No.3790 of 2012, therefore, the present case is being ordered to be filed. 
DECISION :


 The case is, therefore, closed and disposed off.


 Announced in open Court,

The copies of order be sent to the parties. 










Sd/-






   


  (Satinder Pal Singh)

March 25, 2013.



    
 
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(WWW.infocommpunjab.com) 

Smt. Tej Kaur (98769-62114)

W/o Sh. Karnail Singh 

Village Balio, P.O. Samrala 

District Ludhiana 







…Complainant

Vs
1. Public Information Officer,

    O/o District Education Officer (E) 

   Ludhiana 
2. Public Information Officer,

   O/o District Education Officer (E) 

   Ropar






            
 ..…Respondent

COMPLAINT CASE No.2335/2012 

Present:
Smt. Tej Kaur (88721-53404) Complainant in person 



Ms. Karamjit Kaur, Deputy DEO (E) Ludhiana (94783-24953) &


Ms. Surinder Kaur Gill Deputy DEO (E) Ropar (99885-30775) &
Mr.Vipan Deep Singh, Junior Assistant (98145-81765), O/o DEO E) Ropar on behalf of Respondents. 
ORDER

RTI Application filed on 


:

9.4.2012 

PIO Replied




:

19.4.2012
First Appeal Filed



:

Nil

Complaint/ Second Appeal Received 
:

14.8.2012
in State Information Commission  on

Information Sought 



:



Regarding service book of the Complainant 
Grounds for Complaint/Appeal

:

No information was supplied
Cont. Page-2

-2-

COMPLAINT CASE No.2335/2012 

Relevant Facts Emerging during 

:

Hearing 
Vide this Court Order dated 14.2.2013 a show cause notice under Section 20 (1) and 19 (8) (b) was issued to the PIO of DEO (E) Ropar.  The Deputy DEO (E)  is present today and has explained that the earlier notice issued to her except the last one were never received in their office. Keeping that in view the notices issued to the PIO O/o DEO (E) Ropar are filed. This Court appreciates the hard work done by Ms. Karamjit Kaur, Deputy DEO (E) Ludhiana by deputing a person  in tracing out all the old entries which were required for preparing the service book of Smt. Tej Kaur to be made fresh. She and her team comprising of Sh. Amarjit Singh, BPEO, Machiwara and Sh. Jaswinder Singh, Clerk also worked extremely hard in re-creating the service book of the Complainant which had seemed almost impossible. Keeping in view that the needful has been done, the case is closed. 

DECISION :


 The case is, therefore, closed and disposed off.


 Announced in open Court,

The copies of order be sent to the parties. 











Sd/-






   

      (Satinder Pal Singh)

March 25, 2013.



     
 
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Darshan Singh (94643-17990)

S/o Sh. Joginder Singh 

Village Chhani Nand Singh,

P.O. Channaur, Tehsil Mukerian 

District Hoshiarpur-144306






…Complainant  

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer (BDPO)

Mukerian 

District Hoshiarpur 


 




… Respondent
Remanded to:

Block Development and Panchayat Officer, 

Mukerian 

COMPLAINT CASE NO.2404/2012

Present: 
Sh.Darshan Singh, Complainant in person (94643-17990), 

Sh. Johan Bahadur, BDPO, Mukerian (98550-15051) on behalf of Respondent.  

ORDER
RTI Application filed on 


:

 27.6.2012
PIO Replied




:

Nil
First Appeal Filed



:

Nil

Complaint/ Second Appeal Received 
:

 22.8.2012
in State Information Commission  on

Information Sought 


:



On various points regarding application dated 27.06.2012
Grounds for Complaint/Appeal

:

No information was supplied
Cont. page-2

-2-

COMPLAINT CASE NO.2404/2012

Relevant Facts Emerging during 
:


Hearing 


In my Order dated 13.2.2013 a penalty of Rs.15,000/- was imposed on the PIO because of the harassment caused to the Complainant. The PIO i.e. BDPO Mukerian appeared today and has brought the challan of having deposited Rs.15,000/- in the treasury. It has been taken on record of this Court. The Complainant states that he still has not received complete information which he was seeking under RTI Act. Although the Respondent states that the copies of resolutions have been sent to him earlier but the Complainant states that information was incomplete and resolutions from 2003 to 2008 alongwith U.C. certificates have not been received by him. The Respondent has assured that information not received by the Complainant allegedly so far, the same will be supplied to him. The information not received by the Complainant so far is as under :-

1. A copy of the U.C. of Harijan Sarai constructed in the village. 

2. A copy of the U.C. of Aganwari constructed in the village.
3. A copy of the U.C. of Dharamshala constructed in the village.

4. A copy of the U.C. of Panchayat Ghar constructed in the village.

5. A copy of the U.C. of latrines constructed in the village.
6. A copy of the U.C. of streets and drains constructed in the village.

7. A copy of the Resolution passed by the village Panchayat in the year 2003 to 2008. 

All the above U.C. Certificates are for the period of 2003 to 2008. 

Since this information is to be supplied at the level of the BDPO office, the Complainant is directed to appear before the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Mukerian on 5.4.2013 at 11.00 AM. The BDPO Mukerian shall ensure that the needful is done as mentioned above. 

In view of the above the case is closed. 
DECISION :


 The case is, therefore, closed and disposed off.


 Announced in open Court. The copies of order be sent to the parties. 











Sd/-






   


  (Satinder Pal Singh)

March , 2013.



     

   
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Rajinder Singh, English Master

Government Senior Secondary School, 

Vichhoya, Tehsil Ajnala , 

District Amritsar 








…Appellant
Versus

1. 
Public Information Officer 


O/o Director Public Instructions (SE) 

PSEB Complex, Phase-8, 

Mohali .

2. 
First Appellate Authority 


O/o Director Public Instructions (SE) 

PSEB Complex, Phase-8, 

Mohali







….Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.1655/2012

Present : 
None on behalf of Complainant. 



Sh. Sanjiv Kumar Senior Assistant, (99154-62277) &



Ms. Sudesh Rani, Superintendent (99152-16727) on behalf of Respondent 

ORDER
The Appellant has sent intimation in writing that he will not be able to appear today and has requested for adjournment. 

The Respondent Ms.Sudesh Kumari has stated that she was on leave from 24.1.2013 to 14.2.2013. Sh. Sanjiv Kumar has stated that he was busy in another contempt case in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court on 13.2.2013. 
The Respondents have brought a copy of their memo No. 24/170-2012 n-2(6) dated 22.1.2013 which is addressed to the Complainant in which it has been clearly written that the case under reference whose status he has demanded is under process. A copy of this letter has been taken on record of this Court also. 

To come up on 10.4.2013 at 10.30 AM. 











Sd/-






   

      (Satinder Pal Singh)

March 25, 2013.



     
 
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Kuldeep Singh Panch 

S/o Sh. Hari Singh 

Village Chak Bhai Ke 

P.O., Tehsil & Block,  Budhladha 

District Mansa 







…Appellant  

Versus

1. Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary, 

Gram Panchayat Chak Bhaika,
District Mansa. 
2. First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer, 

Budhlada, District Mansa 





… Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO. 3460/2012 

Present :
Sh.Kuldeep Singh, Complainant in person (94641-54086)



Sh. Jagjit Singh, Clerk (94641-54747) &

Sh. Bhagel Singh, Panchayat Secretary (98153-84820) on behalf of Respondent
ORDER

RTI Application filed on 


:

30.4.2012 

PIO Replied




:

3.5.2012
First Appeal Filed



:

Nil

Complaint/ Second Appeal Received 
:

5.11.2012
 

in State Information Commission  on

Information Sought 


:



Regarding sale of trees (Safeda) from 2008 to 30.4.2012 from Water Works, Village Chak Bhai Ke, Tehsil and Block Budhlada, District Mansa. 
Cont. Page-2

-2-

APPEAL CASE NO. 3460/2012 

Grounds for Complaint/Appeal

:

No information was supplied

Relevant Facts Emerging during 

:

Hearing 

Needful action has been done on Point Nos 6 and 7 by the Respondent. Since all the needful has been done by the Respondent in this case, the case is closed. 
DECISION :


 The case is, therefore, closed and disposed off.


 Announced in open Court,

The copies of order be sent to the parties. 











Sd/-






   

      (Satinder Pal Singh)

March 25, 2013.


     
 

State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Kuldeep Singh Panch 

S/o Sh. Hari Singh 

Village Chak Bhai Ke 

P.O., Tehsil & Block,  Budhladha 

District Mansa 







…Appellant  

Versus

1. Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary 

Gram Panchayat Chak Bhaika

District Mansa 

2. First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer, 

Budhlada, District Mansa 





… Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO. 1804/2012 

Present :
Sh.Kuldeep Singh, Complainant in person (94641-54086)



Sh. Jagjit Singh, Clerk (94641-54747) &

Sh. Bhagel Singh, Panchayat Secretary (98153-84820) on behalf of Respondent
ORDER

RTI Application filed on 


:

 27.4.2012
PIO Replied




:

3.5.2012
First Appeal Filed



:

Nil

Complaint/ Second Appeal Received 
:

5.11.2012 

in State Information Commission  on

Information Sought 


:



Regarding income from auction of trees (Safeda) from the Government Primary School and Elementary School, and auction of other trees 
Grounds for Complaint/Appeal

:

No information was supplied

Cont. Page-2

-2-

APPEAL CASE NO. 1804/2012 

Relevant Facts Emerging during 
:

Hearing 

The Respondent has supplied the information sought under RTI Act, 2005. Since the needful has been done by the Respondent the case is closed. 

DECISION :


 The case is, therefore, closed and disposed off.


 Announced in open Court,

The copies of order be sent to the parties. 











Sd/-






   

      (Satinder Pal Singh)

March 25, 2013.


     
 

State Information Commissioner
