STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sat Pal Singh,

S/o Shri Seebu Ram,

VPO: Bairsian,
 District: Nawanshahr.






Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o District Education Officer(EE),

Nawanshahr.








 Respondent

CC - 3755/2010

Present:
Shri Sat Pal Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Amrik Singh, Deputy D.E.O.(EE)-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Sat Pal Singh filed an application with the PIO of the office of Director General,  School Education, Punjab, Sector:34, Chandigarh on 08.10.2010  for seeking information regarding filling up of vacant posts of teachers in Government  Middle School, Bairsian. The application was transferred by PIO to the D.E.O.(EE) under Section 6(3)(ii) of the RTI Act, 2005 vide letter No. 18/1-2008/;;n$nkoHNhHnkJhH$66011, dated 21.10.2010 to supply the information to the Complainant immediately with a copy to the Complainant.  On getting no response, the Complainant filed a complaint  with the Commission 
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on 07.12.2010, which was received in the Commission on 14.12.2010 against Diary No. 22847. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was sent to both the parties for today.
2.

Shri Amrik Singh, Deputy D.E.O.(EE), Nawanshahr states that the application of Shri Sat Pal Singh was received in his office on 01.11.2010. He
 further states that as the information relates to Secondary Education, the same was transferred to D.E.O.(SE) Nawanshahr vide letter No. RTI/2010/18062, dated 30.11.2010 and a copy of the same letter was sent to the Principal Senior Secondary School Rahon to supply the information as Government Middle School Bairsian  is under his jurisdiction. Ultimately, the information was supplied to the Complainant. Shri Amrik Singh further states that the counseling for the new recruitment of teachers is going on and as and when this process is over,   vacant posts in Government Middle School Bairsian will be filled up. 
3.

Accordingly, it is directed that Shri Amrik Singh, DEO(EE) Nawanshahr will ensure that  vacant posts of teachers  in Government Middle School Bairsian are filled up immediately as and when the process of  recruitment of new teachers is complete. 
4.

The Complainant states that he wants to know the number of posts of teachers, which have been created in other schools of the District. Accordingly, he is directed to file a fresh application with the PIO of the office of
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 D.E.O.(SE) for this purpose.
5.

Since the information in the instant case  stands provided, the case is disposed of.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 20. 01. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mandeep Singh,

S/o Shri Karam Singh,

R/o Village: Saifalpur,

Tehsil & District: Roopnagar.





Complainant







Vs

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

Roopnagar.








 Respondent

CC - 3791/2010

Present:
Shri Mandeep Singh, Complainant, in person.


Shri  Som Nath, Panchayat Officer, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Mandeep Singh filed an application with the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Roopnagar on 10.06.2010 for seeking following information:-

“i' fgzv dk dkB ti'A SZfvnk M'Nk t/funk iKdk j?, T[j fet/A t/u ;ed/ jB, w?Bz[  fJBQK jdkfJsK dh io{os j?. ;' feqgk eoe/ w?ABz{ ;KMk M'Nk SZvD dhnK jdkfJsK pko/ dZf;nk ikt/”
On getting no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 10.09.2010, which was received in the Commission on 16.12.2010 against Diary No. 22933. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was sent to both the parties for today.
2. During hearing, the Complainant states that Shri Som Nath,
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Panchayat Officer,  misbehaved with him when he visited his office to  obtain the requisite information.
3.

After going through the application of the Complainant, I observe that the information asked for by the Complainant  is very simple which should have been easily supplied within a day or so but to the contrary,  even after a period of 6 months no information has been supplied till date.  Taking seriously  the  casual approach adopted by the PIO in this case,  I  call upon Shri Roop Singh, BDPO, to make a written submission on the next date of hearing explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 for the delay in the supply of very simple information. 
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 10.02.2011 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: 20. 01. 2011



      State Information Commissioner
CC:
Shri  Roop Singh, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Roopnagar. 
                       


  


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhag Singh, Panch,

Village: Kalyanpur, P.O. Kiratpur,

Block: Anandpur Sahib, District: Ropar.




Complainant







Vs

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

Anandpur Sahib, District: Ropar.





 Respondent

CC - 3789/2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Surinder Singh, SEPO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been handed over to the Complainant on 05.01.2011 and  due receipt has been taken from him. He submits one photo  copy of the receipt, which is taken on record. 
2.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 20. 01. 2011



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sohan Lal,

S/o Shri Sadhu Ram,

Village: Kalyanpur, P.O. Kiratpur,

Block: Anandpur Sahib, District: Ropar.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Rural Development and Panchayat,

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector: 62, Mohali.



 Respondent
CC - 3788/2010

Present:
Shri  Sohan Lal, Complainant, in person.
Shri Surinder Singh, SEPO and Smt. Preet Mohinder Kaur, Junior Assistant, office of Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Sohan Lal, Complainant, submits a letter dated 17.01.2011, which is taken on record in which he has submitted as under:-
“ w?A ;'jD bkb g[Zso ;kX{ okw, tk;h fgzv efbnkDg[o sfj;hb nkBzdg[o ;kfjp, fibk o{gBro dk ofjDtkbk jK fpnkB eodk jK fe wA? i' ;{uBk ;ogzu, rokw gzukfJs efbnkDg[o s'A BikfJi epi/  ;akwbks iwhB ;pzgh wzrh ;h fJj BikfJi epfinK d/ e/; A.D.C.(Dev.) o{gBro ih e'b ub oj/ jB i' fe bzfps jB. fJ; ;pzXh i' w?A f;ekfJs ehsh j?, T[j wA? tkg; b?Adk jK.”
3.

In these circumstances, the case is dismissed as withdrawn.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 20. 01. 2011



      State Information Commissioner
                         
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,

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building, 

Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.






 Respondent
AC - 304/2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 
Shri  M.S.Aujla, CTP;  Shri Sukhdev Singh, Superintendent Grade-I-cum-PIO, office of Principal Secretary Local Government and Shri Paramjit Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO, office of Director Local Government,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

On the request of the Respondent, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 22.02.2011 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No.1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh, with the directions that the compensation of Rs. 10,000/-(Ten thousand only) awarded to the Appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him in obtaining the information in the instant case be paid to him before the next date of hearing. 
2.

 The matter regarding review application filed by Shri M. S. Aujla, CTP,   in respect of the orders of the Commission imposing penalty upon him for the delay in the supply of information, will be considered on the next date of hearing. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 




Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 20. 01. 2011



      State Information Commissioner                    
CC:

Shri M. S. Aujla, CTP,



Water Supply & Sewerage Board, Sector:27, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Gurmeet Singh, Panch,

S/o Shri Budh Singh,

VPO: Bhourla, Tehsil: Samrala,

District: Ludhiana.







Complainant







Vs

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

Samrala, District: Ludhiana.





 Respondent
CC – 3019/2010

Present:
Shri Gurmeet Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Sikandar Singh, Superintendent; Shri Dharam Chand, Panchayat Secretary and Shri Malkiat Singh, Sarpanch  , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Sikandar Singh, Superintendent, office of BDPO, Samrala,  states that the penalty amount of Rs. 5000/-(Five thousand only) imposed upon Shri Dharam Chand, Panchayat Secretary,  has not been deposited in the District  Treasury by deducting it from his salary as the budget for the pay of the staff has not been released by the Government as yet and the salary has not been paid to the staff. He assures that as and when the budget is released and salary is paid, the penalty amount will be deducted from the salary of Shri Dharam Chand and deposited in the District  Treasury under the relevant Head of Account. 
2.

On the assurance given by the Respondent,  the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 20. 01. 2011



      State Information Commissioner                   
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms.  Manjeet Kaur Ghuman,

H.No. 247-48/9, Prem Nagar, 

Hardochhani Road, Ranjit Avenue,

Gali No. 2, Gurdaspur – 143521.




          
Appellant






Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o District Education Officer(Secondary),

Amritsar.








 Respondent

AC - 1137/2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant as well as the Respondent. 
ORDER
1.

In this case, Ms. Manjit Kaur Ghuman filed an application with the PIO of the office of D.E.O.(Secondary) Amritsar on 27.08.2010 for seeking certain information. On getting no information,  she filed first appeal with the Circle Education Officer-cum- First Appellate Authority, Jalandhar on 04.10.2010. On getting no response from the PIO as well as from the First Appellate Authority, she filed second appeal with the Commission on 02.12.2010, which was received in the Commission on 13.12.2010 against Diary No. 22768. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was sent to both the parties for today.
2.

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

Contd……p/2

AC - 1137/2010



-2-
3.

In this case the Appellant filed first appeal with the Circle Education Officer, Jalandhar who is the First Appellate Authority but he has not decided his appeal. Therefore, I remind the case to the Circle Education Officer-cum-First Appellate Authority, Jalandhar for deciding the case after hearing both the parties. 

4.

Accordingly,  the  case is disposed of.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 20. 01. 2011



      State Information Commissioner

CC:

Circle Education Officer-cum-First Appellate Authority,



Jalandhar.
                       


  


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:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. 
ORDER
1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, neither Shri Jastinder Singh, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Nurpur Bedi is present today nor his written submission has been received so far. Therefore, while giving one more opportunity to Shri Jastinder Singh, BDPO, Nurpur Bedi, he is directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith his written submission explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005  for the delay in the supply of the information.  
2.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 10.02.2011 at 10.00 A.M. in 
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Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 20. 01. 2011



      State Information Commissioner
4.

After the hearing is over, Shri Jastinder Singh, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Nurpur Bedi, appears before the Commission. He states that he has got late due to break down of the vehicle in which he was traveling. He has not brought his written submission with him.  Therefore, he is directed to make his written submission on the next date of hearing by appearing in person before the Commission.  
                       


  










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 20. 01. 2011



      State Information Commissioner

CC:

Shri Jastinder Singh, Block Development and Panchayat 



Officer, Nurpur Bedi, Tehsil: Anandpur Sahib, District: Ropar.
                         
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Singh,

H.No. 12, Sectgor:04, 

Gur Gian Vihar, New Jawaddi Kalan,

P.O. Basant Avenue, 

Near Dugri Urban Estate Phase-II, Ludhiana- 141013.


Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal, Govt. Girls Senior Secondary School,

Katani Kalan, District: Ludhiana.





 Respondent

AC - 1139/2010

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


ORDER
1.

In this case Shri Surinder Singh filed an application with the PIO of the office of Principal, Govt. Girls Senior Secondary School, Ludhiana on 09.09.2010 for seeking certain information. Ms. Balwinder Kaur, PIO, vide letter No. 4463, dated 06.10.2010 refused to supply the information while stating as under:-
“It is to inform you that under section 8(j) of RTI Act, you are not entitled to get this information as this information relates to the personal information of the third party and may cause unwarranted harm to the privacy of the third party.”
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The Appellant replied back to the PIO vide letter dated 12.10.2010 which, inter-alia reads as under:-
“ w?A nkg ih Bz{ ;g;N eo d/Dk ukzj[dk jK fe w/o/ tb' wzrh rJh ;{uBk fe;/ th eowukoh d/ Bkw dh fBZih ;{uBk BjhA j? fi; Bz{ r[gs oZfynk frnk j? ns/ Bk jh fJj nkoHNhHnkJhH n?eN dh T[es Xkok nB[;ko Eov gkoNh ;{uBk pDdh j?. wekB eokfJnk GZs/ dh gqkgsh ns/ g/-fpb ofi;No ;e{b d/ dcso dk ;oekoh foekov j? fJj fe;/ th eowukoh nfXekoh dk fBZih fojkov BjhA j?. fJ; bJh ;oekoh ;e{b d/ fe;/ th ;oekoh foekov dh ;{uBk d/D s'A fJBeko BjhA ehskl ik ;edk. w/o/ tb'A wzrh rJh ;{uBk iBob j?, fe;/ fJe ftnesh dh ;{uBk BjhA j?. ;' feqgk eoe/ w/o/ tb'A wzrh rJh ;{uBk dhnK s;dhe ;[dk ekghnK ibdh s'A ibdh G/ihnK ikD.”
On getting no response, he filed first appeal with the Principal, Govt. Girls Senior Secondary School, Katani Kalan on 11.11.2010. Again on getting no response, he filed second appeal with the Commission on 07.12.2010, which was received in the Commission on 13.12.2010 against Diary No. 22763. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was sent to both the parties for today.
2.

In this case the Complainant has demanded the following information:-

”(i)
nkg ih d/ ;e{b d/ fgqz;hgb ;w/s fezB/ ns/ fejV/ fejV// eowukoh wekB feokfJnk GZsk b?Ad/ oj/ jB, fJBQK gqsh fbysh ;{uBk fdZsh ikt/
Contd……p/3

AC - 1139/2010



-3-
 ns/ g/-fpb ofi;No dhnK s;dhe;[dk ekghnK ;gbkJh ehshnK ikD.


(ii)
The period to which the information relates:  1.8.2001   to 









      30.08.2002 “
3.

It is very clear that the information demanded by the Appellant  is general in nature and certainly is not a third party. Therefore, it is directed that the information demanded by the Appellant be supplied to him before the next date of hearing. 
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 10.02.2011 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on 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: 20. 01. 2011



      State Information Commissioner     

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Kailash Chander s/o Sh.Bihari Lal,

House No. 8236, near Sidhi Vinayk Mandir,

Durgapuri, Haibowal kalan, Ludhiana.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Markfed, Punjab,

Sector 35, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No. 3336 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Bir Bikram Rajan, APIO and Shri Gurmeet Singh, 



Accountant, on behalf of respondente.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant.

2.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing on 04-01-2011, Shri Mohan Lal, PIO submitted his written statement on 12.01.2011 in the office of Commission, a photocopy of which is placed in the case file today during the hearing.  Shri Bir Bikram Rajan states that Shri Mohan Lal is on leave today due to death of his brother.  In the written submission, Shri Mohan Lal has stated that he collected the information from Shri R.C. Katoch, Deputy Chief Manager, Personnel, who had earlier stated that no such cases have been decided by the Managing Director, Markfed.  However, after intervention by the PIO, he got another information in which Shri R.C.Katoch has given the list of 29 cases which 
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have been decided by the M.D. during the said period. The PIO has further stated in para Nos. 4 and 5 of his written submission :-

(i) “That the Public Information Officer has to rely on the information supplied by the concerned department and it is practically impossible for PIO to counter check the information supplied. Thus the information earlier supplied by the PIO was a bonafide act and the same was not supplied with any malafide intention. So no penalty may be imposed upon the undersigned because the wrong information supplied by the undersigned was not a deliberate act on the part of PIO.

(ii) That the PIO acts as a Nodal Officer, who after gathering information from all the concerned quarters of his organization forwards the same to the applicant and it can be very well weighed and judged by this Hon’ble Commission that the supply of information is not on the basis of personal knowledge of the PIO rather it is a team work and thus for any alleged wrong act of the other concerned department, the PIO should not be punished. “ 

3.

From the perusal of written submission, it brings out that the PIO has collected the information from Shri R.C. Katoch, Deputy Chief Manager, 
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Personnel, who has further handed over  the same to complainant, Shri Kailash Chander Sabharwal. He further stated that the information was not supplied with any malafide intention and it is not a deliberate act on the part of PIO. I am fully satisfied with the written submission made by Shri Mohan Lal, PIO.  However, it is directed that disciplinary action be taken against Shri R.C. Katoch, Deputy Chief Manager, Personnel as per “Common Cadre Rules of Markfed.” 

4.

Keeping in view the determent suffered by the complainant, I allow him a compensation of Rs. 3,000/- (Rupees Three thousand only) to be paid in the shape of demand draft within a period of 15 days. As regards the supply of information, the case is disposed of.  However, the case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 10-02-2011 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:20-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner




CC:
Managing Director, Markfed, Punjab,



Markfed Bhawan, Sector 35, Chandigarh.  

 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 Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Deptt. of Local Govt. Mini Sectt,

Sector-9, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC No. 305 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri Manjeet Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent. 
ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of appellant.

2.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing, respondent places on record Memo No. 14/200/2009-1LG/222, dated 19.01.2011 vide which a photocopy of demand draft of Rs. 5,000/- (Rupees Five thousand only) bearing No. 132623, dated 19.01.2011 is attached. He states that the draft is ready to be handed over to the appellant, however, none is present on behalf of appellant.  It is directed that the draft be sent at the address given in the application of appellant through registered post.

3.

As regards the question of imposing of penalty upon the PIO, I have perused the written submission of Shri Bhajan Singh, Under Secretary 
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(Retired), the then PIO.  From para Nos. 1,2,3 and 4 of written submission of

Shri Bhajan Singh, it reveals that he is not at fault as the relevant file was mis- placed while shifting the office from Sector-17 to Mini Sectt, Sector-9, Chandigarh. Since Shri Bhajan Singh, Under Secretary-cum- the then PIO has retired, no penalty is imposed upon him.  Since the amount of compensation has been paid through demand draft and the orders of the commission have been complied with, the case is disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:20-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner





CC:
Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,




Department of Local Government, Mini Sectt.,




Sector-9, Chandigarh. 

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jagdish Singh,

Village: Korewala Kalan,

Tehsil & Distt. Moga.





      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Moga.








 Respondent

CC No. 3198  /2010

Present:
Shri Amandeep Singh Saini, Advocate, on behalf of 



complainant

.



Mrs. Jaswinder Kaur, BDPO and Shri Gurdas Singh, Panchayat 

Secretary, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing, Mrs. Jaswinder Kaur, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Moga, is present in the court today. She states that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant. However, she  has directed the concerned Panchayat Secretary to be careful in future while dealing the RTI cases and states that the delay in supplying the information is not intentional and pleads that since the information has been supplied to the complainant completely to his satisfaction, no penalty be imposed upon her and case may be closed.

3.

I am satisfied with the arguments made by the BDPO and no penalty is imposed upon her.  But keeping in view the detriment suffered by the 
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complainant, a compensation of Rs. 4,000/- (Rupees Four thousand only) is awarded to Shri Jagdish Singh, to be paid in the shape of demand draft within a period of 15 days.

4.

So far as the question of supplying the information is concerned,

the case is disposed of.  However, it is fixed for confirmation of orders on

 10.02.2011 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:20-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Karamjit Singh s/o Shri Kartar Singh,

VPO: Kahangarh, Distt. Mansa.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Budhlada, Distt. Mansa.






 Respondent

CC No. 3764 /2010

Present:
Shri Karamjit Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Dimpal, Panchayat Secretary, Shri Rasool Singh, 



Sarpanch, Shri Mithoo Singh, Panch, Shri Harbant Singh, ex 


Sarpanch, Shri Jaagdish Singh, Panch and Shri Bhan Singh, 


Panch, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Karamjit Singh filed an application with the PIO on 29.10.2010. The application was transferred to the Panchayat Secretary on 03.11.2010 under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act. After getting no information, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 06.12.2010 which was received in the commission office  on 14.12.2010 against diary No. 22831.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

Shri Dimpal, Panchayat Secretary of Gram Panchayat, Kahangarh is present in the court along with some villagers of Kahangarh including the present Panches of present Gram Panchayat, who stated that Shri Karamjit Singh is demanding the same information which has also been demanded by 
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Shri Sat Pal Singh, present Panch, in CC No. 3144 of 2009 and CC No. 3005 of 2010 which were decided and disposed of, after the information was supplied to him and the Panchayat Secretary places on record photocopies of both the above said cases,  by the Bench of Hon’ble Commissioner, Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover. 

3.

From the perusal of the applications filed by Shri Sat Pal Singh and Shri Karamjit Singh, it reveals that both are identical and the same information has been demanded for the same period from the present Gram Panchayat.  The Panchayat members and other villagers, present in the court, stated that Shri karamjit Singh, Shri Satpal Singh and Shri Wazir Singh are members of present Gram Panchayat and they are harassing the Panchayat and are creating hindrances in the execution of development  works of the village. 

4.

After hearing the present members of gram Panchayat and other villagers, I am of the view that the same information may not be supplied time and again and the case is dismissed with the directions to the Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, to take action against these three panches for creating hindrances in the execution of development works of the village by the Panchayat..

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:20-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rakesh Kumar Singla,

Press Correspondent, near OBC Bank,

Lehragaga- 148031, Distt. Sangrur.



      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o (i) Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

            Lehragaga, Distt. Sangrur.

          (ii) District Development & Panchayat Officer,

               Sangrur.



  


 Respondent

AC No. 962 /2010

Present:
Shri Rakesh Kumar Singla, appellant, in person.



Shri Harbir Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The respondent states that the requisite information is ready with him and can be supplied to the appellant today.  The requisite information is supplied to the appellant in the court today in my presence.

3.

The appellant places on record a copy of his written submission which is taken on record file and one photocopy of the same is handed over to the respondent.  Since the information asked for is voluminous which has been supplied free of cost, the case is disposed of.  However, if the appellant wants any more information, he should file a new application with the concerned PIO. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 




















Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:20-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Angrej Singh s/o Sh. Dilbagh Singh,

VPO: Khalchiyan, Distt. Amritsar- 143111.


      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Rayya, Distt. Amritsar.






 Respondent

CC No. 3076 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Baljeet Singh, BDPO, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant.

2.

Shri Baljeet Singh, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Rayya states that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant on  12.01.2011 and his signatures, having received the information, have been obtained.  He further states that he has joined at Rayya recently  and he is not at fault in supplying the information late. He further states that Shri Amrik Singh, the then BDPO is responsible for not supplying the information in time.  However, Shri Amrik Singh has been transferred as BDPO, Naushehra Pannuan, Distt. Tarn Taran. 

3.

The commission takes a serious view of not supplying the information in time and I, therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIO , Shri Amrik 
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 Singh, BDPO, Naushehra Pannuan, to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for delay in supplying the information. He is also directed to show cause why suitable compensation be not awarded to the complainant under Section 19(8) (b) of the RTI Act, for the detriment and loss suffered by him on account of delay in the supply of information.  The respondent is directed to file his written submission  showing cause as afore-mentioned within 15 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party.

4.

In so far as the question of supplying the information is concerned, the same stands supplied and the case is disposed of,  and for deciding the imposition of penalty on the then PIO, Shri Amrik Singh, the case is fixed for final hearing on 22-02-2011 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:20-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner





CC:
District Development & Panchayat Officer, Tarn Taran 



with the direction to direct the BDPO, Naushehra 




Pannuan, Shri Amrik Singh, to be present in the court  to 




submit his written submission.

(ii) Shri Amrik Singh, BDPO, Naushehra Pannuan,


Distt. Tarn Taran.

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Teja Singh, ex sarpanch,

s/o sh. Sohna Singh,

VPO: Kulrian, Tehsil Budhlada,

Distt. Mansa- 151502.





      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Budhlada, Dstt. Mansa.






 Respondent

CC No. 3106 /2010

Present:
Shri Teja Singh, complainant, in person and Shri Rajinder 


Kumar Gupta, on behalf of complainant.



Shri Nirbhai Singh, Panchayat Secretary,  Shri Ranjeet Singh, 


Sarpanch, Shri Tek Singh, Shri Kala Singh, Shri Mangoo 



Singh, Panches and Shri Gurtej Singh, ex Panch and Shri 


Balbir Singh, resident of village Kulrian, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing on 18.11.2010, the remaining information is handed over to the complainant in the court today. 

2.

Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is closed and disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:20-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rakesh Kumar Kapoor,

16-GF-HIG Flats, B-Block,

Ranjit Avenue, Amritsar.





      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o (i) Principal, Khalsa College of Education,

           Amritsar.

     (ii) Director, Public Instruction (Colleges),

        Punjab, Sector 17B, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC No. 1144 /2010

Present:
Shri Rakesh Kumar Kapoor, appellant, in person.



Ms. Anupam Sharma, Advocate and Shri Gurcharan Singh, 


Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information has been supplied by the PIO- Principal, Khalsa College of Education, Amritsar vide letter No. KCE- 1227, dated 14.12.2010.  However, if the appellant, Shri Rakesh Kumar Kapoor, wants to have some more information, he should file a new application with the PIO. 

3.

Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:20-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner





CC: Director, Public Instruction (Colleges) Punjab,

                             Sector 17, Chandigarh. 

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Arun Kumar s/o sh. Nand Kishore,

B-VII/279, Jhulna Mahal, Gurdaspur.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Employment Generation &

Training Officer, Amritsar- 143521.




 Respondent

CC No. 3493 /2010

Present:
Shri Arun Kumar, complainant, in person.



Shri Jaswant Rai, Distt. Employment Officer, on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Jaswant Rai, District Employment Generation and Training Officer, Amritsar, states that, as per the directions given on the last date of hearing on 21.12.2010, he has again conducted the enquiry and a copy of the enquiry report is ready with him which is  handed over to the complainant during hearing in the court.

2.

Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is closed and disposed of. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:20-01-2011


         State Information Commissioner

